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To dispose of the documents relative to the navi- 
gation of the St. Lawrence, and muke some room for 
other important matters, a supplement to the present 
number will be published with the succcedingrone. 

§( Ata late period in the preparation of this shect, 
we were indebted to a valued friend for some sketches ot 
the proceedings of the first congress of tic United States, 
and, among other interesting things, he has brought out 
the following fact, of which, as Baltimoreans, we are not 
alitue proud. On the firs/ of April, 1789, the Jirst day 
that the first-congress formed a quorum, the fist petition 
ever presented to congress under the constitution, was 
“of the tradesmen, nunufacturers and others af the town 
of Baltimore, in the siate of Maryland, among other 
ihing’s, praying for the imposilion of such duties on all 
foreigit articles which can be nade in America, as will 
givea just and decided preference to the ladors of the 
petitioners, in common with other mauulacturers and 
mechanics, of the United States.” 

The proceedings on thig and similar petitions, are of 
ynuch interest just now—and we regret the necessity itn- 
yosed of delaymg the publication of this article until our 
next paper. 

“Weure pleased toadd, that Bu/timore has been per- 
feetly consistent on this subject. As she was the frst to pe- 
tition in favor of domestic industry, she will be the last to 
abandon it. Indeed, she cannot—its products, at this 
time, are of greater value than all other earnings or pro- 
fits of the people. } 


‘THE NEW TARIFF. As observed in our last, we do 
not wish, at present, to discuss the merits of the bill re- 
ported by the committee on manufactures, Our belief 
&, that its leading principles would not benefit either 
wool-growers or the manufacturers, if adopted; and that 
the iuterests of the two classes cannot be seperated with- 
out great injury to the country. To protect the growth 
of wool, while the marke? for it is destroyed, cannot be 
productive of good; aud this, we think, must be the effect 
of the present bill, to a eonsiderable extent. Indeed, 
ourimpression decidedly is, that it would place the wool- 
growers and manufacturers, generally, in no better eon- 
dition than they are now. Whit use is it to present a 
crib of hard corn to a young eolt that cannot eat it? The 
corn will be wasted and the colt perish, and the owner 
lose both. ‘The one must be fitted to the means and 
wants of the other, else profit cannot come out of either. 
The duties upon wool and eloth do not appear te syuare 
with one another. We only ask that they should, that 
the protection meant to be extended to either, may not 
be rendered void by the want of it tothe other. [tis a 
matter which requives great care and much practical 
knowledge—that mistakes, as in 1824, or countervailing 
operations like those of the British because of that law, 
may not happen again, to defeat the wishes. of the parties 
and injure the community, by the depression of its industry. 
But the testimony may be expected to cast much light 
upon these matters, and we shall wait for it patiently. 
The two following articles, are, however, inserted, as 
shewing some of the resalts which we have appre- 
hended, 

From the Boston Daily Advertiser. 
this vieinity shipped in 1825 the fleeces of a flock of 283 
full blooded merino sheep to Liverpool, to be manufac- 
tured into broadeloths. ‘This wool was sent toa first 
rate house im Leeds for that purpose; the weight was 
1065 pounds, It was sorted and yalued at the market 
price, and amounted to £57 7. being an average of Is. 3d, 
or 26 cts. apound. It was manufactured into 369 yards 


of broadcloth, of various colors and qualities, one half 


the amount being indigo blue, for the sum, including dy- 
ng, of £70 16s. 5—to which add finishing, and conimiis- 
apn ofS per cent, £24 185, makes £95 14 10, being 
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§ 2 1-2d. or $1 25 per vard—the cost of the woel bemg 


Ss. Id. or 74 cenis, is 37 per cent. of the manufactured 
article. ‘The wool from the same flocks sold at auction 
at the public sale in Fanucil Hall market, in August last, 
at 49 cts. the pound, making a difference in the value of 
| this quantity oF wool here and in England, of $244 935, 
| whilst the duty on the goods was $252 50—leaving the 
Ee protection to the manufacturer of the parcel sold 





here less than 1 1-2 per cent. ‘ihe above is a most con- 
clusive view of the subject, wholly unimpeachable in any 
particular, and perhaps the ouly actual transaction which 
| places the whole matter in a single view. It may be 
| proper to add, that the goods sold at auetion, in Dee. 
1826, for $1089 83, being 48 per eent. (real) advance. 
iit is remarkable that this transaction, and the sale of 
wool before referred to, should show so precisely the 
‘same result. ‘The one showing the actual price of wool 
jhere to be 85, the other 85 por cent. higher than in Eng- 
| land, thus absorbing the whole pretecting duty. 
From the Philudelplia Gazette—(a decided anti-tarif 
paper)—A_ correspondent has furnished us witha calea- 
| lation from which it appears that the aetual protection en- 
| joyed by the manufacturers of some branches of wooltens, 
| will be reduced eleven per cent. if the tariff that has been 
‘reported should be adopted! ‘he increase of the duty on 
| wool is so great that it will move than counteract any ad- 
| Vantage that might otherwise be derived trom the inerease 
| of the duties on woollen goods. 


—=—— 


Congress is engaged ina difficult task, when it at- 
|} tempts to encourage both the wool growing and “the woot 
| manufacturing businesses at the same time, by means of 
ithe restrictive system. When Pngiand first imposed 
| protecting duties forthe benefit of her woollen manufac- 

tures, she had a plentiful supply of the raw material, 
| She had been for many years Supplying the manufactur- 
'ersof Flanders with wool. 

ars’ We materially dissent from what is stated in the 
second paragraph ofthe last article. ‘The protection, or 
establishment, of the woollen maniufweture, is, and must 
be, the chief agent to encourage the growth of sheep; and 
these last, a little assisted, will speedily supply ali the wook 
needed. ‘Fle whole quantity of wool imported last year, 
exeept in the sum of $106,704 for such wool as we do not 
grow, and, it is to be hoped, never shall, (the hairy wools 
of Buenos Ayres andSmyrna), was valued at only 343,021 
dollars,—a less sum than the crop of Dutchess eounty, 
| New York, would bringin the market, if the manufacture. 
| was thriving, and pushed to the home supply of woollen 

goes. 
| “he more information that we obtain about wool and 
woollens, we are the better satisied that the rates fixed 
hy the Harrisburg Convention are such as will most 
| happily unite the two interests, cause both to flourish, and 
supply cousumers, at an early period, with better and 
cheaper goods than they have been accustomed to use. 
ln the memorial of that assembly, the following propo- 
sitions were respectfully made: 

Ist. On raw wool, costing over cight cents* in a foreign 
country, a duty of twenty cents per pound, to be ine 
ereased annually two and a half cents per pound, till it 
reaches fifty eents per pound: 

2d. All goods composed of wool, or of which wool ia 
a component part (except blankets, stuffs, bombazines, 
hosicry, mitts, gloves, caps, and bindings,) costing not 
more than fifty cents per square yard, to be taken an@ 
deemed (to have cost filly cents per square yard, and forty 
per cent. ad valorem, to be charged thereon until the 
thirtieth of June, eighteen hundred and twenty-nine, 


ee Oe 


_——— 


———— 








“Fight eents was agreed to, though zen was proposed, 
with the express understanding that it wou Id prevent the 
introduction ofany otber than the coarsest wools, which 


are not grown in our com.try, t:ough useful for noe 
PUrpOses. ’ 
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forty-five per cent. ad valorem, until the thirtieth of June, 
eighteen hundred and thirty, and fifty per cent. ad valo- 
rem thereafter. 
$d. All goods composed of wool, or of which wool is 
a component part, } wage as aforesaid) costing in a fo- 
reign country over fifty cents per square yard, and not 
exceeding two dollars and fifty cents per square yard, 
to be taken and deemed to have cost two dollars and 
fifty eents per square yard, and the daty to be charged 
@s in the ing section. 
4th. All goods composed of wool, or of which wool is 
a component part, (except as aforesaid), costing in a fo- 
reign country more than two dollars and fifty cents per 
square yard, and not exceeding four dollars per square 
yard, to be deemed and taken to have cost four dollars 
er — yard, and the duty to be charged as in the 
econd section. 
5th, All goods composed of wool, or of which wool is 
acomponent part, (except as aforesaid), costing more 
than four, and not exceeding six dollars per square yard, 
to be deemed and taken to have cost six dollars per 
squave yard, and the duty to be charged as in the second 
section. 
6th All goods composed of wool, or of which wool is 
a component part, (excepted as aforesaid, ) which shall 
cost in a foreign country more than six dollars per square 
yard, to be charged as in the second section. 
7th. The adequate protection of woollen blankets, is 
respectfully submitted to congress, so as to secure their 
manufatture in the United States. 
We had, from the beginning, great faith in the equity 
and safety of these propositions, for they were adjusted 
and offered by a body of practical and intelligent men, 
with a view to the protection both of agriculture and ma- 
nufactures, on broad national principles, and to relieve 
our country of its dependence on Europe for essential 
articles of clothing—and with a settled belief that the ef- 
fect would be, a reduction in the price of woollen goods, 
sueh as has taken place in those made out of cotton.— 
We repeat it, that the interests of the growers and ma- 
nufactérers of wool cannot be seperated without injury co 
both, or the actual ruin of one or the other business, and 
a consequent advance of the price of foreign | ee ‘for 
the rofitof foreigners. ‘The (above) proposed duty upon 
wool will insiantly exclude all that can come into com- 
petition with our own coarse or common wools, and en- 
courage the growth of the finer and best qualities—im- 
mediately, by a duty that cannot be evaded, equal, per- 
haps, to an average of thirty-three per cent. on the cost 
of the commodity, prospectively rising to one hundred 
cent. except tor very choice parcels; and, though 
there is some wool worth more than even a dollar per 
pound in Saxony, &c. the quantity of such fine wool is 
much smaller than any other than a practical man would 
suppose, unless specially informed on the subject. We 
have seen an authentic statement of the sorting at a 
most respectable factory, of 80,000 Ibs. of American 
merino wool, costing about 40 cents per pound, which 
yielded less than 500 pounds of wool worth more than a 
dollar per pound. 
There are other great interests involved in the bill re- 
rted by the committee. The operation of these are, 
Lemaver, better understood and more easily appreciated 
by those who shall take the trouble to reflect upon them. 
we suppose that the objects intended to be accom- 
lished cannot be brought about by the rates of duties to 
e levied, on, at least, one or two leading articles. 
**We have just received a copy of the ‘‘minutes ot 
vidence taken before the committee on manufactures.” 
e have no doubt that it contains much valuable infor- 
mmation—but time is not allowed for the present reading. 
We render to the committee great credit for its industry, 
and for redeeming the pledge given, that a bill should be 
reported in January. The whole matter is now with 
eongress, and we are anxious, indeed, for the result. 





‘“SCoFFEE HOUSE” POLITICIANS. We have an admira- 
ble article in the ‘‘American Republican,” published at 
Westchester, Pennsylvania, on the proceedings of the 
“merchants and others,” at the coffee-house, in Phila- 
delphia, to prevent the passage of any law for the further 


~~ 


consistent friends of a general system—one that has ne- 
ver refused protection to the “merchants and others.” 
but equally supported measures for the protection of the 
agriculturalists and manufacturers; and he ventures ty 
suggest that country hawbucks may as rightfully ask con- 
gress for a “break-woollens,” as the “merchants and 
others” for a break-water. This, to be sure, is rather 
boldyand will, no doubt, be resented by the privileged 
class,—who pronounce upon questions of war or peace 
and decide all matters relative to the internal and ex. 
ternal affairs of our country, by gathering half-a-dozen 
persons together, natives or foreigners, and dubbing 
themselves.a ‘‘chamber of commerce”—and the names 
of those present, if not kept concealed by compact 
are not to be obtained by ordinary inquiries. At least, 
this was the result some years since, when a little 
knot of individuals in Baltimore, the “chamber of eom- 
merce,’ pronounced upon a broad system of the nationa} 
policy,and against the almost unanimous vote of both 
houses of congress. These ‘“‘merchants and others” have 
the modesty to ask that a ship of the line may be sent 
to protect their property vested in the cargo ofa schooner 
and are ‘full of fight,”” when they are molested, or in- 
terfered with, in their pursuits; and they sueceeded so far as 
to produce a war on theiraccount, and build up the naval 
establishment, for their protection, which costs us threc 
or four millions of dollarsa year. But the time has 
nearly arrive!, when the people will not vote money for 
‘“*break-water” unless they have also a “break-wool- 
lens’”’—when they wil] see it is not less absurd to im- 
port British goods, which we can just as well make for 
ourselves, than keep up a navy for the protection of Ame- 
rican ships, when British ones will as well carry our pro- 
ducts to market and bring us all that we are able to pay 
for. The principle is the same, and it will be applied-- 
IF THE PROTECTED REFUSE PROTECTION. Let the “‘mer- 
chants and others” look to it. The real triends of the 
‘‘American system,” who have alwuys supported navi- 
arr pe as a part of it, have, at least, the power to with- 

old supplies tor vd ohne squadrons in the Pacifie, 
South Atlantic and Mediterranean; and they ought to do 
it, and will do it, unless more decently treated than here- 
tofore, by those whose every wish{they have endeavored to 
gratify; and these will be made to feel, seeing that they 
will not do anto others as they would that others should 
do unto them, but on chastisement for wrongs wilfully 
and arrogantly committed. We ask the boldest of these 
‘‘merchants and others” to tell us why their property, 
10,000 miles off, shall be protected, and other persons, 
property, evenon the SchuyIkill, be ‘‘let alone,” to pro- 
tect itself. 

These modest gentlemen are very much like a tailor 
of our acquaintance who was opposing an increase of the 
duty upon woollens, because, as we knew, he made less 
profit on the sale of American than of British eloths— 
the price of the first being known to his customers and 
of the latter concealed. We said to him—‘*well—you 
oppose our system, and we will adopt yonr’s, if you iu- 
sist upon it. We will notonly import the cloths, but 
encourage the importation of ready-made clathes!” Thi 
eyes of the blind were opened, and he spoke quite leari- 
ve about the less of employment that would follow, 
and of its effects upon the state of seciety,and of the poo: 
women and children, and so forth, The shoe “pinched” 
the tailor and he recanted his opinions. So will tl 
“merchants”—when the people resolve that commerve 
and navigation shall really be left to themselves—when the 
navy shall be laid up in ‘‘dry dock,” or the ships ! 
only and exclusively used for the i pee of disciplin: 
—when all our agents, ministers and others, in foreig® 
countries, shall be withdrawn—for their chiet, or whole 
business appertains to commerce—when an insult to ou’ 
flag flying ou the mast of a schooner in the Pacific, sha!! 
not be more of a national affair than a like insult, by * 
British agent or his partizans, to the same flag displayed 
on the belfry of a cotton mill; when the grower of gral! 
and the carrier of flour, shall be equally respected by 
the laws of the land, in being equally supported by th¢ 
national legislature. 





Domestic satr. We have been interested in exami 





protection of domestic industry—and must give it a place. 
The author; we suspect, is one of the ok] fashioned and 


ing a ‘‘memorial of the manufacturers of salt, in the 
county of Kenawha, in tlre state of Virginia, against tlt 
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repeal of the duty on imported salt,” printed by order of | 


the senate of the United States. Itis rich in statistical 
matter as to this important article, and the facts stated 
strongly incline us to favor the memorialists, not for the 
sake of the manufacturers, but for the security afforded 
to consumers from the domestic competition and supply; 
and it is made manifest that the home manufacture has 
had an irresistible tendency to keep down the price. 
There were made at Kenawha 787,000 bushels in the 
last year, (and the quantity may be increased as desired, 
water and fuel being abundant), at an average price of 
25 cents for abushel of 50lb. ‘The whole product of salt 
inthe United States is estimated at 4,113,000 bushels; 
and last vear there were imported 4,564,000—together 
showing the wholeconsumption. We shallat some more 
leisure period, gladly make a record of the facts collect- 
ed in this valuable paper. It is not probable that any al- 
teration will at present be made as to the duties levied 
upon salt; the admission of it, free of duty, would cer- 
tainly reduce its price to some of its consumers, but, in 
our Opinion, this would not counterbalance the injury 
that might be inflicted, and especially in a state of war 
must be suffered, by the destruction of the domestic ma- 
nufacture, now nearly equal to ore half of the whole de- 
mand, and capable of supplying it, if exerted in a time of 
need. 
TANNER’S ATLAS. The North American Review thus 
speaks of this splendid work—‘‘On the whole as an 
American atlas, we believe Mr. Tanner’s work to hold 
a rank far above any other which has been published. 
**** It is atrophy of American enterprize which it 
becomes a discerning public to regard with favor, and 
reward with substantial patronage.” 
x [This great work of Mr. Tanner well deserves the 
raise bestowed upon it. We have frequent occasion 
4 admire its accuracy and perspicuity. The ‘‘Cabinct 
Atlas,” of Mr. Lucas, of Baltimore, we would equally 
recommend, for its taste and truth; tothe public. The 





ves 





one on a large scale, and the other on a small one, hold 
rank with any like productions that we have seen from | 
any country, and in every respect—and at comparatively | 
very moderate prices. | 
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Fh 4 
“CONTINENTAL MONEY.” ‘The speaker of the house 


of representatives lately presented a letter from Mr. 
Rush, dated treasury department, 24th Jan. 1828, shew- 
ing the number and amount of the issues of continental 
money during the revolutionary war, designating each 
issue of such money, and the amount thereof, and the 
rates at which, from time to time, it was made receivable 
by creditors of the United States, or persons engaged in 
their service, in payment of debts or wages due them: 
Statement of the issues of continental money. 
When authz’d by congress, pgs. of journals. Amounts. 


} 





1775, June £2, vol. 1, p. 125 $2,000,000 
July 25, 177 1,000,000 

Noy. 29, 273 3,000,000 

1776, Feb. 17, vol. 2, p. 66 4,000,000 
May 9, & 27, 164 5,000,000 

July 22, & Aug. 15, 280,308 5,000,006 

_ Nov. 2,& Dee. 28, 440,509 5,000,000 
1777, Feb. 26, vol. 3, p. 80 5,000,000 
May 20, 194 5,000,000 

Aug. 15, 831 1,000,000 

Nov. 7, 480 1,000,000 

Dec. 5, 555 1,000,000 

1778, Jan. 8, vol. 4, p. 12 1,000,000 
Jan. 22, 47 2,000,000 
Feb. 16, 101 %,000,000 
Mar. 5, 133 2,000,000 
Apr. 4, 190 1,000,060 

11, 207 5,000,000 

1%, 223 5,000,000 

Nay 22, 305 5,000,000 

June 2), 562 5,000,000 

July 30, 434 5,000,000 

Sept. 5, 621 5,000,000 

26, 567 10,000,006 

Nov. 4, 659 10,000,000 
Dee. 14, 713 10,000,000 
1779, Feb. 5, vol. 5, p. 43 35,000,160 
19. 6% 5,000,160 

Apr. 1. 132 5,000,158 
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May 5, 183 10,000,000 
Jan. 14, & May7, 84, 1,888 50,000,400 
June 4, 240 10,000,100 
July 17, 288 5,000,100 
do. 289 10,000,100 
Sep. 17, 360 45,000,180 
do. 360 10,000,080 
Oct. 14, 284 6,000,180 
Nov. 17, ’ 419 5,000,040 
do. 420 5,050,500 
Noy. 29, 438 10,000,140 
$241 552,078 


THE SINKING FUND. 

We are glad to see from the following report, laid be- 
fore the house of representatives on the 6th inst. that 
the annual appropriation of ten millions for the re- 

reg of vag t aoe om and payment of interest on 

the debt of the United States, hee been faithfully ap- 
plied—and not diverted to other purposes, as some- 
times happened a few years 50: e are not over 
anxious for paying off the public debt, but decidedly 
approbate regularity and order in the public business, 


The commissioners of the sinking fund respectfully re“ 

port to congress:— . 

Phat the measures which have been authorized by the 
board subsequent to the last report, of the 6th of Fe- 
bruary, 1827, as far as the same have been completed, 
are fully detailed in the report of the secretary of the 
treasury to this board, dated the second Of the present 
month, and in the statements therein referred to, which 
are herewith transmitted, and prayed to be recieved as 


part of their report. es 
J.C. CALHOUN, 
vice president. 
J. MARSHALL, 
thief justice of the United States. 


H. CLAY; . 
secretary of state. 
RICHARD R SH, 


secretary of the tréasury. 
WM. WIRT, 
attorney general of the United States. 
Washington, Feb. 4, 1828. 


Treasury department, P®b, 2d; 18238. 

‘The secretary of the treasury respectfully reports to 
the commissioners of the sinking fund— 

That the sums disbursed from the treasury during the 
year 1826, on acédunt of the principal and interest of the 
public debt, amounted, as per last annual report; to 
$11,045,466 30. And have been accounted for in the 
following muafhner, vizi 

There was applied for the payment of a 
sum short, provided on account of the pubs 
lic debt, prior to the 1st January, 1826, as 
per statement B, annexed to the last re- 

ort, ‘ , 
. There was répaid into the treasury, on 
account of moneys advanced for the pay- 
ment of the 6 per cent. stock of 1813, (loan 
of 7} millions), as per statement D, an- 
nexed to the said report, 

And there was applied during the year 
1826, towards the payment of the principal 
and interest of the public debt, as ascertain- 
ed by accounts rendered to this department, 
as per the ahnexed statement A, the sum 
of $11,010,972 75, viz: 


In the redemption of 6 per cent. stoek 
of 1813, (residue of the loan of 74 million, } 
$5,062,408 50 
In the redemption of the 6 
per cent. stock of 1813, (part 
of the loan of 16 millions), 
In the ftedemption of the 
residue of the 7 per eent. stock 


110,616 97 


6,071 74 


2,002,306 71 


vb 1815, , 25 00 
In the reimbursément of 
treasury notes, 2,589 58 


Ditto, of Mississipnistogk, 440 GO 
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tm the payment of certain ! Delaware, . - - - - - 7,451 

nrts of the domestic debt Maryland, - - - . - - 40,091 

Feurtificutes of the old regis- | V irginia, one - = = = 100,662 

tered debt), 27 86 , North Carolina, - . Tain. - 60,660 

. South Carolina, - ~ - - - 36,429 

7,067,601 65 | Georgia, - é - - - - 39,056 

The interest which accru- ' Alabama, - - - - - - 23,000 

ed for the year 1826, amount- | Louisiana, - - - . . - 12,274 

ed to 3,943,371 10 | Mississippi, - - - - - - 5,291 

| ‘Tennessee, - - . - - . 42,685 

11,010,972 75 | Kentucky, - - ~ - - - 70,266 

Deduct short, provided per _ Ohio, - - - - - - - 110,364 

statement 5, $2,145 12 ' Indiana, - - - - - - - 37,787 

10,928,827 635; Illinois, - - - - - - 8,310 

| Missouri, - - - - - - $3,824 

$11.045,46650 | Michigan Territory, - . - , 1,503 

That during the year 1827, the following disburse- | Arkansas ‘Territory, - - - - 2,028 
ments were made by the treasury, on aeconnt of the | Plorida Territory, - - - . - 

principal and interest of the public debt; viz: | istrict of Columbia, - - - - 9317 

On account of the interest outhe debt, $3,482,509 21 | 
For interest on Louisiaha stock, be- 1,150,158 


ing a balance due the late agents in Lon- $$ 

don, 3,562 30 BREAK-WATER, 
On account of the redemption of the In the house of representatives of Pennsylvania. 

6 per cent. stock of 1813, (second and ‘The following are the remarks of Mr. Lehman, on the 

third payments of the loan of sixteen vesolution relative to a breakewater in the bay of Dela- 

millions), 6,507,466 85 | ware, when considered in committee of the whole. 


In the reimbursement of the Mississip- Mr. Lehman said he considered not only the states of 
pi stock, 1,642 48 | Penusylvania, New Jersey, and Delaware as directly 





In the reimbursement of treasury interested in the construction of a breakwater, or harbors 


notes, 6,384 03 | atthe mouth of the Delaware, but also Ohio, Kentucky, 
In payment of certificates of the (old) Indiana, Ilinvis, the Michigan territory, and to a certain 
registered debt, 21 12 extent, Tennessee and the other western states. 
The Pennsylvania canal was destined to create a new 
Making together, as per statement C, $10,001,585 99 }era. It would give a new position to Pennsylvania, aud 
Which disbursements were made from the appropria- | make her seaport the nearest to the most flourishing and 
tion of ten millions of dollars for the year 1827, and | populous of the western states, and the Delaware would 
from the unexpended balance of the appropriations at the | be their most favorable outlet to the Atlantic, and Phila- 
commencement of that year; and will be accounted for | delphiathe Atlantic city to which their surplus produc- 
im the next annual report, in conformity to the accounts | tions would be carried at the cheapest rate, and sold to 
which will then have been rendered to this department. | most advantage, and the market from which they 
In the mean time, the manner in which said sum has | would receive their chief supplies. A breakwater, by 
been applied is estimated as tollows: affording security to national ships in time of war, and to 
There is estimated to have been applied | all eoasting vessels in war and peace, upon a line of 200 
to the deficiency at the end of year 1826, as /miles in extent, may be said to concern the whole union, 








per statement B, — sy $82,145 12 | but it concerned more particularly the states he had meu- 
Jn the redemption of the principal of the | tioned—on this subject they can have but one heart and 
public debt, as per estimate EF, 6,515,514 48 |} one mind. He believed that the imports and exports of 


And on account of the interest of the 
debt, viz:—There was paid to the kist agents 
in London, for paying interest on Louisiana 
stock a balance due them of 8,562 30 

The interest on the public 
debt, for the year 1827, is es- 
timated at 3,518,313 37 

Ot this sum there 
was short provided, 
per estimate F, 117,949 28 


‘a territory, containing at the present time 4 or 5 millions 
of inhabitants, would upon the completion of the Penn- 
syivania canal, float upon the waters of the Delaware. 
This trade would be rendered more secure by a shelter 
from ice and storms near the entrance of the bay. Some 
idea maay be formed of the rapid merease of this co1e- 
meree, by the fact, that at Sandusky, on Like Erie, a 
Jake which will be as distinguished for commerce, as it 
is now fornaval glory, at Sandusky, which a few years 
ago was a wilderness, there was (according to the au- 
thority of the collector of that port) kunded during the 
| past season, macrehandize to the amount of $1,319,000. 
— or twelve year's ago, two vessels were sufiteient for 





5,490, 364 09 





3,405,926 39 





$10,001,585 99 
A statement (G}. is annexed which exhibits the state 
of the annual appropriations, on account of the debt, on 
the Ist January, 1828; anda statement marked IL. of the 
funded debt of the United States onthe same day. 
All of which is respectfully sukmitted, 
RICHARD RUSH, secretary of the treasury. 


the trade of the lake, and now there are eleven large 
' steamboats and upwards of a hundred coasting vessels. 
The extent to which the future tonnage of the port 
|of Philadelphia will be carried by the developement ol 
(our mineral treasures, cannot now be estimated, Th 
‘prospect is bright with the promise of great results. 
| Before a breakwater ean be constructed, coal will be 
(brought to Philadelphia to an extent of many hundre: 
thousand tons ayear. Pennsylvania has more and better 
| coal and iron than England, and in that country there are 
|run annually from the blast furnace 400,000 tons of iron, 
‘the manufaetured value of which is nearly 49 millions ai 


MILITIA OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Abstract of the general annual return of the militia of 
the United States, by states and territories, according to 
the act of March 2d, (803, taken from the latest returns 
received at the department of war. 


/ \dollars. The impcrtation of coal for the consumptios 
Maine, re 4 . “ - “ 40,209 | of London alone, has for many vears required about 5000 
New Hampshire, - - - - - 30,159 | voyages of yessels of more than 200 tons each. The 
Massachusetts,  - , 2 , “ 54,935 |exportation of coal from the Delaware, is destined tv 
Vermont, - - - - - - 25,581 |suppress the importation of that article into London. 
Rhode Island, - ° ’ ‘ ° 9,460 | It will be the duty of the national governnient to protect 
Connecticut, - ° - - - - 25,751 ‘the growing trade, and the lives of the brave mariner’ 
New York, ss . ‘ ° 150,027 | who will be connected with it. A breakwater is essen- 
New Jersey, - - - - - - 42,283 | tial to the safe navigation of the Delaware bay, which 
Pennsylvania, = - - - - : 167,775 (will scon become a part of the great highway of nearly 
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one halt of the states ofthe confederacy. He could not 
but think, that if all the states which are directly inter- 
ested and whose navigable waters will be united by the 
Pennsylvania canal, would urge their claims, they would 
not be urged in vain to a paternal legislature. Pennsyl- 
vania, even if she stoed alone, would present strong 
claims to a shave of the national patronage. Her con- 
tributions of men and money in both of the great strug- 
gles for national rights, and the stream of riches, which, 
in the shape of duties on imports, her commereial city 
pours into the national treasury, presents claims which 
eught not to be resisted. She has paid nearly 100 mil- 
tions into the national treasury, since the adoption of the 
constitution, and with the aid of her own increasing pro- 
ductions and those of the wide western regions which 
will pass through the Pennsylvania canal, her exports 
will, in a few years, strpass those of any state in the 
union. The receipts in the national treasury will be 
proportionably augmented by the dutics on the return 
cargoes, 

Mr. L. said he could not doubt the willing eo-opera- 
tion of all the western states above the falls of the Ohio. 


Wie had conversed with many of their most enlightened | 


men, and he knew it was the prevailing sentiment, that 


they would rather relinquish the navigation of the Mis-| 


sissippi, than the atlvantage of a canal navigation to the 
eastern waters. Ohio,in «a commercial sense, will be- 
come part of the western Pennsylvania, and contains more 
land fit for tillage tnan any state in the whole confede- 
racy, and, the next to Pennsylvania, will be the. most 
productive in commodities. Ohio has already by an act 


of the legislature, authorising the connexion of the Penn- | 


sylvania and-Ohio cauals, evinced ber desive to send her 


surplus products tothe Delaware. He therefore, would | 
propose that the states directly interested should mani- | 


festa becoming zeal in a cause of national importance, 
but more particularly touching their own commercial in- 
terests. Their voice will be heard by a wise govern- 
ment possessing an overflowing treasury, and able and 
willing to promote the commou welfare, by affording 
an additional shelter to all coasting vessels, aud protect- 
ing the growing commerce of the Delaware. 


LEGISLATURE OF VIRGINIA. 


lin the house of delegates, on the 8th inst. the following 


messare was received and referred to a select commit- 
tee: [[t is a strange article. | 
Ewxecuiive departim: nt, Feb, 8, 1828. 
Str: In compliance with the resolutions of the res pee- 
twe legislatures of 5S. Carola and Georgia, [ now do 
may sell the honor of laying before the ecneral assembly 
the proceedings of each of the legislatures of those states 


b 


the American colonization society. 
Whilst L sincerely lament the unwise, unjust, and ill- 


fated measures, which have given vise to these proceed- 


ings, L fully coneur in the principles and doctrines there- 
in asserted, and demonstrated; as well as in thei antici- 
pation of the fatal consequences to the union of these 
states, in the event of « perseverance m tbe deprecated 
measures On the part of the general government. Be- 
lieving that a luudable spirit of inquiry is just awakened 
by the pressure of intolerable burtheis, especiaily upen 
the great staple productions of agriculture, and above all 
upon the production of wheat; and that the ime is now 
arrived, when every American citizen ought to be in- 
Jormed of the true character and destructive operations 
of those unauthorized measures, as well as in regard to 


their unjust and oppressive sectional bearings, as in re-, 


gard to their destructive influeuce upon the great prin- 


ciple of American liberty, secured to the American peo- 
ple in written constitutions, —I take pleasure in submit- 
ing those vitally interesting subjects to the general as- 
sembly, and 1 most respectfully ask for then most pro- 
found consideration. 

Feeling the highest gratification from the conviction 


that the peneral assembiy, under every emergeney, will | 


ever be found equal to the highest destinies which may 
devolve upon it, through the solemn requisitions and in- 
Junctions of our fundamental laws; and particularly so, 
when placed by them as centmnels to guard the rights and 
liberties of the Virginia people, aud of the corporate 
mehts ofthe stete of Viremia, i shall refrain trom recome 


+ 








mending to the geveral assembly at this time, the adoption 
of any specific measure which I may think imperiously 
calied for to meet and subdue the alarming crisis. Be- 
sides, 1 am conscious tliat the great body ot the people 
of Virginia have a just and full confidence on their ge- 
nerat assembly, and expect every member to do hus duty 
| in the worst of times. ‘This conviction furnishes anad- 
| ditional motive with me, for relying with confidence upon 
| such measures, as the general assembly, in its exclusive 
| judgment, may think proper to adopt upon the momen- 
| tous occasion. Leannot avoid observing, however, that 
it mustbe asubject of the highest gratification to every 
) citizen withiu the sections of country now laboring under 
| the unauthorised oppressions of the general government, 
| to know that the local authorities over thera have com- 
petent constitutional means in their own hands for the 
| purpose of doing themselves justice, if most unfortunate- 
ly they should be forcibly driven to that deprecated re- 
sort. In fact, in the worst state of things, that the op- 
| pressed sections of country afford abundant means to the 
local authorities, to secure to themselves, in their inter- 
_ course with the world, all the salutary independence of 
nations to protect themselves, without the least hazard, 
against physical force from every quarter. Whilst 
trough the same means, their wealth aud prosperity 
might be augmented to an amount beyond any estimate 
which has yet been made in the contemplation of that 
view of the subject. 

L hope too, | may be indulged for remarking further, 
that it has always been matter of surprise to me, that 
even the enamoured votaries of these inmoral, unjust, 
| delusive schemes, should be so blinded by their oWn in- 
terests and passions, as to bribe the contributors inhabit- 
ing the tributary seetions of country into the contemplation 
of these powerful ailurements, whieh every impartial, 
intelligent citizen, be his habitation where it may, must 
know will necessarily attend a change in their political 
relations with the world; whilst the inhabitants of the sec- 
tions of country receiving the unhallowed tribute, as 
| being composed of the property of others, must know, that 
‘they have every thing to fear, and nothing to hope, from 
‘any change in their politeal condition, in relation to the 
rest ofthe union and of the world. And it must hereafter 
be a subject of unavailing reproach to themselves, and of 
conscious approbation, ou the part of the tributaries, to 
know, if such Jamentable change should be brought 
about, that it was done against the wishes of the inhabi- 
tauts of the tributary sections of country; evenatter long 
endurance, and frequent warnings on their part; but was 
forcibly impelled by a perseverance in unauthorised ex- 





cessive impositions on others, by those who alone must 
ultimately feel all the imperious consequences of their 
own tmmoral, ill-iudged and ul-fated schemes. 

bam very respecttally, sir, your ob’t. serv’t. 

WM. B. GILES. 

To the hon. speaker of the house of representatives. 

TWENTIE PUL CONGRESS—tst SESSION, 

SENATE. 

Februaeu t. The vice president communicated a Jet- 
ter trom the secretuury of lie senatic, requcsung leave ob 
absence for afew days; and, on motion of Mr. Cob), 
ieave was granted, — 

The bit tor the relictof Susan Decatur, (widow of tie 
late captaiu Stephen Decatur), was taken up, bivefiy con- 
sidered, and laid upon the table. 

‘he biillfor the reliefof Dodd & Bernard, and others, 
was, after having been explained by Messrs. Jiayne, 
Johnston, of Louisiana, and Smith of Maryland, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading. 

‘The vill concerning the school-lands in the several 
territories of the United States, was, after having been 
bvicfly explained by Mr. Barton, ordered to be ene 

evossed tora third reading. 

| ‘The unfinished business of yesterday—a bill to provide 
‘for the relief of certain surviving oflicers of the revolu- 
tionary army—was taken up. 

| Mr. Branch, who moved the adjournment of yester- 
day, addvessed the scuate in opposition tu tue inl, Ma. 
WMucon followed, at considerable lengih, on the same 
side. ‘ 

Mr. Bell offercd an arsendmeat, to strike ont all 
ithe bill after the enactivg clause, snd insert a bab pr- 
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viding for the payment of all officers and soldiers of the 
revolutionary army the amounts of the depreciation of the 
currency in which they received their pay, with a few 
remarks, 

The amendment was read. 

Tbe chair said that this motion was not in order 
until the question now pending on the filling of the 
blank, should have been decided, ny 

Mr, Bell then moved thatthe amendment he pr: ted. 

The chair remarked that it was not in order, t iless 
by the unanimous consent of the senate. 

Mr. Woodbury signified his assent to the printing and 
no objection being offered, the motion of Mr. Ki to 
print the amendment was concurred in. c 

Mr. Tyler also spoke in reply to the several spe es 
of the members of Be committee by whom the bil as 


— 
n motion of Mr. Codd, it was 

Ordered, That, when the senate adjourn, it adjourn 
until Monday. 

On motion of Mr. Eaton, the senate went into the con- 
sideration of executive busiesss, and, after a short time 
so emploved, the senate adjourned. 

February 4. Mr. Codd presented a report and reso- 
Tutions of the legislature of Georgia, in relation to the 
lands eccupied By the Cherokee Indians, insisting on the 
fulfilment of the compacts between that state and the 
United States, and instructing their senators to lay the 
subject before the federal government. Referred to the 
committee on Indian affairs and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, Cobé also presented a letter of the governor of 
Georgia, enclosing a resolution of the legislature ofthat 
state, denying the power of congress to aid the objects of 
the colonization society; which, on his motion, was or- 
dered to lie on the table and be printed. 

Mr. McLane presented the memorial of sundry citi- 
zens ofthe state of Delaware, praying an appropriation 
for the construction of a breakwater near the mouth of 

elaware river. Referred. 

Mr. McKinley presented the memorial of the legis- 
Riture of Alabama, on the subject of the public lands, 
aid moved that so much of the memorial as related to 
the purchase of the lands by the states, be referred to a 
select conimittee of seven; which being agreed to,Messrs. 
McKinley, Barton, Bell, Branch, Tyler, Hendricks, 
and King,were appointed by ballot. 

The remaining part of the memorial was referred to 
the committee on public lands, and ordered to be printed. 

The chair presented a communication from Mr. John 
Agg, in relation to the cancert to misreport the speech 
of Mr. Randolph, assumed to have been entered into be- 
tween the reporters of the Intelligencer and Journal, by 
Duff Green, in his statement, in answer to the memo- 
ral of EF. V. Sparhawk, 

Mr. Eaten, who did not think it incumbent upon the se- 
nate to go into an examination of the matter, moyed that 
the statement of Mr. Age should not be received. Mr. 
Johnstop, of Lou. thought thatthe paper was already re- 
cpivell, 

The chair stated that the receiving of a memorial, or 
other application, was a matter of course. But it was 
always in the power of a senator to make a motion that 
it be not received. The gentleman from Tennessee hav- 
ing made that motion, the question was now hetore the 
genate, 

Mr. Johnston, in reply, stated, that as one communi- 
cation upon the subject had been received, he thought 
that all should be, Ke. 

Mr, Smith, of Maryland, observed , that he did not ap- 
prehend that the communication of Mr. Agg had any 
thing to do with the subject of the memorial preseated 
by Mr. Sparbawk. It was a matter totally foreign to 
the application which the senate had received from Mr. 
S,and he saw no reason for its reception. 

Messrs. Rowan and Smith of S. C, hoped that the 
senate would not receive the communication, apd were in 
favor of a motion to allow the individuals to withdraw 
their papers, : 

Mr. Jolinsion, of Louisiana, remarked, that he did not 
attempt to assert any right on the part of the person now 

applymg here. But he thought all the papers ought to 
be put together; and was therefore in favor of receiving 
the communkation, 


ee 


i 
' 
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Mr. Woble desired to hear the statement read. 

Mr. Eaton observed, that it could not be read if it was 
not received; and that the question upon receiving must 
be taken. 

The chair said, that, if the motion to read was sustain- 
ed by the senate, the paper might be read. 

Mr. Eaton repeated, that he could not see any just 
ground for considering it at all, as it had nothing to do 
with the quarrel. 

Mr. King said, that the reason why the object of all 
memorials, &c. were stated on being presented, was, 
that the fact might be ascertained okuher they were 
proper subjects of consideration. The object of this pa- 
per had been stated, and it was evident that it had nothing 
to do with the case before the senate. For this reason, 
he was against receiving it. 

Mr. Vob/e rose to make some remarks, but 

The chair interposed, and observed, that a question on 
reading could not be debated; and read the rule to that 
effect from Jefferson’s manual. 

The question being then put onreading the statement 
offered by Mr. Agg, it was negatived. 

The question occurred on receiving the communication, 
when it was rejected, 

On motion of Mr. Macon, the senate went into the con- 
sideration of executive business; and, after having been 
so employed until half past three o’clock, adjourned, 


February 5. Nothing of importance was transacted 
in the senate to day. After the usual preparatory busi- 
ness, the presentation of petitions, &c, several engrossed 
bills were passed, and the bill for the relief of the revo- 
lutionary and other pensioners, having been taken up 
and laid on the table, the senate went into the con- 
sideration of executive business, and having remained 
therein two hours, adjourned. 


February 6. The vice aes communicated a let- 
ter from the governor of Georgia, enclosmg a report of 
a committee, adopted by the legislature of that state, in 
relation to the powers of the general government, for the 
purpose of the encouragement of domestic manutactures 
and internal improvements; the distinet portions of which, 
on motion of Mr. C064, were veterred to the committees 
on manufactures and roads and canals. 


On motion of Mr. Smith, of Md. the bill to provide 
for the payment of the revolutionary and other pension- 
ers, was taken up, and an amendment offered on a former 
day by Mr. Smith,to make the appropriation $800,000, 
instead of $564,000, in addition to the unexpended ba- 
lauce—was adopted, and the bill was ordered to a third 
reading. [Passed next day] 

A message was received from the president of the 
United States, enclosing a treaty of commerce and navi- 
gation concluded between the United States and the 
king of Sweden and Norway, on the 4th July, 1827, and 
ratified on the 18th ult. 

Mr. Smith, of Md. submitted the following resolution, 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate cause. to 
be printed and bound, six hundred copies of the annual 
reports of the secretary of the treasury; including the re- 
ports of Mr. Hamilton, and to eause an index to be pre- 
pared for the same; and that thc . xpense be paid out of 
the contingent fund. 

On motion of Mr. [Voodbury, the bill to remove the 
discriminating duties on foreign tonnage and merchandise 
in certain cases, was taken up, and, aftera brief debate, 
| ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. [Passed 
next day. } 

The special orders of the day then occurred, and the 
bill more effeetnally to provide for the organization of the 
militia of the United States, and the discipline thereof, 
was taken up, and after some remarks from Messrs. 
Chandler, Noble and Smith, laid on the table. 

The bill for the relief of Columbia college was next 
taken up, and gave rise to an animated debate, when it 
was finally recemmitted to the committee on the District 
of Columbia, in order that certain information in regard 
to the affairs ot the institution might be obtained, and 
then the senate adjourned. 

February 7. ‘This day was almost exclusively oceu- 
pied in discussing the bill for the relief of Susan De- 
catur. A motionof Mr. Chambers to reeommit the bill, 
for the purpose of inquiring into the expedieney of com- 
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pensating the officers and crew of the Syren, whom he 
stated shared in the Lyra exploit of destroying the frigate 
Philadeiphia, caused a desultory debate between Messrs. 
Hayne, Chambers, Harrison, Tazewell, &?c; it was final- 
ly decided in the negative by yeas and nays—yeas 15— 
nays $0. A motion of Mr. Hayne to fill the blanks inthe 
bill with certain specified sums was then d to, as 
also aproviso to the bill for the more effeetual distribu- 
tion of the several sums awarded to the claimants, when 
the senate adjourned. 


February 8. The vice president communicated a let~ 
ter from the secretary of war, transmitting a statement 
ot the ———— for the service of the year 1827, 
showing the amount appropriated under each specific 
head, the amount expended under each, and the balance 
remaining unexpended in the treasury on the 31st De- 
cember last. 

The vice president also communicated a letter from 
the secretary of war, transmitting an abstract of the se- 
veral annual returns of the militia of the United States, 
and of the arms, accoutrements and ammunition, by 
states and territories, prepared from the Jatest returns 
received at the department, which was ordered to be 

rinted. 

The vice president also communicated a letter from 
fhe secretary of war, transmitting an abstract of all licen- 
ces granted by the superintendants and agents of Indian} 
affairs, to trade with the Indians, &c. 


After the transaction of other business, unnecessary to 
notice at present, the bill for the relief of Abraham Og- 
alen and others, was takenup. Mr. Woodbury explain- 
ed the grounds of the bill; after considerable discus- 
sion the blank was filled with $1,000, and the question be- 
ing taken on the passage of the bill, it was decided by 
yeas and nays—yeas 21,—nays 22 —so the bill was re- 


The bill to compensate Susan Decatur, widow of com. 
Decatur, and others, was taken up, and, after some ex- 
planation by Mr. Chambers as to the individual whose 
claim and paper he presented yesterday, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading by yeas and nays, as fol- 
lows; 

YEAS—Messrs. Barnard, Barton, Benton, Berrien, 
Bouligny, Chambers, Chase, Dickerson, Etlis, Foot, 
Harrison, Hayne, Hendricks, Jolinson, Ky., Johnston, 
Lu., Kane, King, McKi: ty, McLane, Parris, Ridgley, 
Robbins, Rowan, Silsbee, Smith, Md., Smith, S. C., 
Vazewell, Tyler, Van Buren, White, Willey, Wood- 
bury.— 32. 

NAYS.— Messrs. Bateman, Bell, Branch, Chandler, 
Cobb, Katon, Knight, Macon, Noble, Ruggles, Seymour, 
‘Thomas, Witliams.—t5. 

Mr. dtowan offered the following resvlution, which 
lies on the table one day. 

dtesolved, ‘Yhat the committee on military affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of compensating 
col, Jonathan ‘Taylor, for his services in mustering | 
into and out of service the detachments of Kentucky | 
militia, ealled into service by the governor of that state 
sar the suppression of the supposed conspiracy of Aaron 
Burr, and tor settling with, and paying off, the said de- 
fatchments of militia, and to report by bill or otherwise. 


The following resolution was offered by Mr. Berrien: 
Resolved, That the president of the United States be 
requested to communicate to the senate copies of the in- 
structions of the government of the United States to A. 
Elliott, esq. commissioner on the part of this govern- 
ment, for running the line between the United States 








and Spain, under the treaty of San Lorenzo et Riel, and 
of any journal or report made by the said Andrew El- 
liot, anil the commissioner of Spain, of the execution of 
the sal commission, or such parts thereof as may be 
communicated without injury to the public service. 

The bill for the relief of gen. Thomas Flournoy was 
conexlered, and ordered to a third reading. 

The senate then adjourned till Monday. 

February ti. The following were among the petitions 

esentedthis day. From certain inhabitants of Massa- 
chusetts and Mame for a breakwater at the mouth of the 
Delawere bay; a resolution from the legislature of Penn- 
sylvania on the same subject was presented by Mr. 
«Marks. <A petition from Missouri praying for the pas- 


sage of the bill now pending for graduating the prices ot 

ublic land. A petition from certain umbrella makers of 

hiladelphia, prayiag that the duty on imported umbrels 
las may be increased. A memorial from sundry citi- 
zens of Illinois, who were engaged in the expedition con- 
ducted in 1778 and 1779, under col. Rogers Clark, en 
the northern frontier, praying compensation in land or 
money. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Berrien on Friday 
last wa® taken up and agreed to. 

The,#ill for the relief of gen Thomas Flournoy, was 
taken wp, read a third time, and passed. 

The engrossed bill for the relief of Susan Decatur 
was token up, and, after some explanation by Mr. Hayne, 
passe iand sent to the house for coneurrence. 

O; ..otion of Mr. Ridgely, the report of the commit- 
tee, .savlom was referred a resolution authorizing a ree 
visal,. {the rule of the senate, was taken up. , 

Mr. Tazewell made some inquiries of Mr. Ridgely 
whether the committee had examined the sixth and 
seventh rule, and the circumstances of a decision, made 
two years since by the president of the senate; to which 
inquirics Mr. R. replied that those rules had been con- 
sidered,and no alteration in them thoughtnecessary. This 
was the opiuion of all the members of the committee, 
but one. 

Mr. Kane also made some remarks. 

Mr. Foot said that he wasthe member of the commit- 
tee who dissented from the rest, and in the committee he 
had proposed an amendment to the 6th rule, whieh not 
being adopted, he would now offer it tothe senate: after 
the words ‘*‘called to order,” insert, “by the president 
or a senator, he shall sit down; and every question of 
order shall be decided by the president, without debate, 
subject to an appeal to the senate; but the president may 
call for the sense of the senate on any question of order. ”’ 

On this amendment a long debate took place, in which 
Messrs. Ruggles, Macon, Foot, King, Dickerson, Van 
Buren, Benton, Chambers, Smith, of Md. J?’Lane, 
Smith, of South Carolina, J2 Kinley Tazewell, and 
Hayne, participated. 

Mr. Eaton then rose and said, that he was convince 
from the course the debate had taken, the subject woul 
not be decided this day, and having a proposition to make 
which could not be made after this day, he hoped the 
senate would concur in a motion to lay the report on tlre 
table. 

This motion was then put and carried, Adjourned. 

February 12. Nearly the whole of to-day’s session was 
oceupied in discussing the unfinished business of yester- 
day-—being the report of che committee appoimted to re- 
vise the rules of the senate, which was taken up, andthe 
amendment to the 7th rule, proposed yesterday by Mr. 
Foot being under consideration. The speakers were 
Messrs. Barton, Bell, Rowan, Van Buren and Cham- 
bers. 

Allusion having been made by Mr. Chambers to the 
decision of the vice president on a former occasion, the 
vice president made an explanation of his views of the 
power placed in his hands, and the grounds upon which 
that former decision had been made; declaring that the 
prerogatives of the presiding officer of the senate ap- 

peared to be ministerial only, and not judicial: therefore, 
not extending to calling members to order curing debate. 

Mr. Berrien then, at a late hour, accompanied an 
amendment of the amendment of Mr. Foot, by a few re- 
marks. Mr. B’s proposition contemplated such a ehange 
in the 6th rule, asto make the power of the president to 
extend to all other calls to order, with the exception of 
that for words spoken in debate, for whieh a member 
should only be called to order by a senator, the presi- 
dent to decide whether the speaker was in order or not, 
his decision being subject to an appeal to the senate. 

After considerable explanation between Messrs. Ber- 
rien and Foot, the question was taken on the amend- 
ment offered by the former, (the ayes and noes having 
been called by Mr. Chambers), and it was rejected. 
Ayes, 20—Noes, 24. 

The question then recurring on the amendment to the 
6th and 7th rules, proposed by Mr. Foot, the yeas ant 
nays were called by Mr. Chase. 

fr. Rowan moved adivision of the amendment and 
that the question on striking out be first taken. 








ee 
ER ee ae 


ee ase 


~ 


i 
r 





amend the bill, by striking out the words ‘‘supreme 


general interest. 
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Mr, Cod, suggested that the gentleman’s object 
would be attained by moving to amend the amendment, 
by striking out a certain portion of it. 

Before the division proposed by Mr. Rowan took 
place, Mr. Joinston, of Lou. moved an adjournment, 
which being put, the vote stood 20 to 20; the vice presi- 
dent voted in the affirmative, and the senate adjourned, 

February 13. Several memorials and petitions were 
presented this day and referred. 

On motion of Ar. Rowan, the senate went into consi- 
deration of the billto regulate processes in the courts of | 
the United States, admiited into the union since the 29th 
September, 1789. 





This bill establishes the modes of proceeding in oat 
in the courts of the United States, in those states admitt- | 
ed into the union smece the year 1789-—in those of com-| 
mon law the same as in the supreme court of the same | 
state; if proceedings of equity, zecording to the principles, 
rules, and usages of the courts of equity of the said 
states; and in those of admiralty and maritime jurisdie- | 
tion, according to the rules and usages of courts of admi- 
rality, as contra-distinguished from courts of common 
law, except so far as may have been otherwise provided 
for by ucts of congress, and subject to such alterations 
and additions as the court of the U. States may think ex- 


pedient, or to such regulations as the supreme court of } 





the United States shall from time to time prescribe, 
The amendment of Mr. /owan, to strike out all the | 
bill after the enacting clause, and insert a first section | 
similar to the first portion of the original bill, and a se- | 
cond section in the following words: ‘“That so much of | 
any act of congress as authorizes the courts of the Uni-| 
ted States, or the supreme court thereof, at their discre- | 
tion, to add or modify any of the rules, forms, modes, | 
and usages, aforesaid, of the forms of writs of execution, | 
and other proccss, except their style, shall be, and the | 
same is hereby repealed.” | 
On this amendment, a debate arose, which continued 

| 


until alate hour, in which Messrs. .WATn/ey, Sanford, 
Fazewell, Johnson, of Kentucky, Berrien, Tan 
Kane, VW Lane wand Rowan, participated. 

The yeas and nays having been taken, the original bill 
was stricken out—yeas 22, nays 21. The vote was then 
taken on the first section moved by Mr. /towan, and pass- 
edl—aycs 28—nays #}—the yeas and nays were thea taken 
of the second section of the bill offered by Mr Rowan, 
and reyected—ay es 18—nays 26; Mr. MHAite moved to 


suTeN, 


court”?—and inserting in their stead, ‘‘the highest court | 
of original general jurisdiction,” whieh motion was agreed 
to, and the bill ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing. Adjourned. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Thursday, Feb. 7. Uhivty-five resolutions, principally 
on the subject of pensions and post roads, were received 
this day and referred; we give place to the following of a 


On motion of Mr. Zétile, it was 

Resolved, Vhat the committee on military pensions, 
be instructed to inquire into the expcdicney of directing 
the secretary of war to pay to the invalids of the late war, 
now receiving pensions, and whose pensions were at any 
time reduced or stopped, and subsequently restored, the 
umount of such reduction or stoppage. 

On motion of Mr. Bunner, it was 

Resolved, That the committee on commerce be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of framing a sys- | 
tem of revenue and navigation laws, solely applicable to | 
the navigation of our frontier lake waters. 

On motion of Mr. Barney, it was 





Resolved, Yhiat the ¢ommittee on reads and canals be | 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of authorizing | 
the postmaster gen ral to construct the necessary bridges, | 
and make such repairs on the road between Philadelphia | 
and Baltimore, out of the surplus revenues of the post | 
mitice departinent, as will effectually facilitate the trans- | 
portation of the mail between those cities. 
Qa motion of Mir. Lawrence, it was 

feesolved, The the committee oy the post office and post | 
reads, Hie instructed to inquire into the propriety ef pro-| 
Aibitiny The econvevance of the wailon the Sabbath day. | 





Resolved, That the committee on the post office and post 
roads, be instracted to inquire in the expediency of appro- 
priating the surplus revenue, arising from thé post office 
department, exclusively to the improvement of important 
post roads; the money to be expended for work done 
under the direction of the postmaster general. 


Mr. Slower presented the resohitions adopted by the 
legislature of New York, as to the expediency of affording 
further protection to the growers of wool, hemp, flax, &e. 
which were committed to the committee on manulaectures, 

The secretary of the treasury, in obedience to a reso- 
lution of the house adopted on the Lith May, 1826, pres 
sented a report on the growth and manufacture of silk, 
which was read and referred to the committee on agrieul- 
ture. [We will give this report a place as soon as coi 
venient. | . 


A message, received yesterday, from the president of 


the United States, was laid belore the house by the 
speaker, communicating the treaty between the United 
States and Sweden. 

The joint resolution authorizing the speaker of the 
house of representatives to frank letters and packages, 
was read the third time, and passed, and sent tothe se- 
nate for their decision thereon. 

The engrossed bill for the relief Marigny D’Auterieve, 
came up for its third reading, end the question being— 
Shall the bill pass? 

Mr. Livingston moved that the question be taken by 
yeas and nays, and they were ordered by the house. 

Mr. Winer then rose, and addressed the house at 
length, in opposition to the bill, 

He was followed by Mr. Barnard, who opposed that 
feature of the bill which allows the claimant compensa- 
tion for the deterioration in the value of his slave, from 


| the wounds which he had received while working at the 


intrenchments. 

Mr. Brent repliedto the gentleman who had preceded 
him, and advocated the bill. 

Mr. Taylor opposed the same feature in the bill which 
Mr. Barnard had done, and referred to the decisions 
had at the first eongress in 1790. Tle concluded by mov- 
ing a recommitment of the bill to the cormittee of claims, 
with a view to the omission of this part of it. 

The speaker decided that this allowance having been 
inserted by the house as an :«cndment, it could not be 
stricken out; but that the general recoimmitinent would 
be in order. 

Mr. Bates,of Massachusetts, opposed the bill on the 


_ground that the testimony furnished did not prove that 


the slave had been impressed. 

Mr. Oakley supported the views which had been given 
by Mr. Bates. 

He wasanswered by Mr. Drayton and Mr. Livingston, 
who commented on the testinony, and insisted that it 
contained full proof of the impressment. 

Mr. Vc Duffie said a few words in support of the bill, 
contending that, even if the slave had been taken on agree- 
ment, no price had been stipulated, and it was for congress 
to fix the compensation, 

Mr. Williams reterred to the former decisions of the 
house, who had twice deliberately rejected amendments 
proposing to make compensation for slaves lost or injur- 
ed in the public service. 


| ‘The question was then put on the recommitment af 
\ the bill to the committee of claims, and devided m the 


affirmative—aves 82, noes 79. 
So the bill was recommitted; andthen the house ad- 


journed., 


The following gentlemen comprise the select comm!t- 


/tee, appointed on the subjeet of retrenchment. Mr. 
| Hamilton, My. dugham, Mr. Sergeant, Mr. Rives, Mr. 
| Everett, Mr. Wickliffe, and Mr. Wright, of New York, 


have been appointed the committee. 


Friday, Feb. 8. Mr. WeDuffie, from the committee 
on ways and means, reported a bill to authorize the post 
master gencral to erect an additional building, and’employ 
five additional clerks; which was twice read, and come- 
mitted, 

Mr. Vic Duffie, from the same committee, also report- 
eda bill to authovize the president of ihe United States to 
€nploy an agent to proture from the plautation office 
and other offices, in Pavland, copies of such doeuments 
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ments of the senate to the bill making appropriations for 


amendments were then committed to the committee of 





a F : 


as will serve to illustrate the early history of the states of 
this union; which was twice read, and committed. 

Mr. McDuffie, from the same committee, also re- 
ported the agreement of that committee to the amend- 


the support of government for the year 1828. These 


the whole on the state of the union. 

Mr. McDuffie, alse, reperted the non-agreement of 
the committee to the amendment of the senate to the bill 
making appropriations for the payment of pensions. 
‘Thisamendment was then, also, committed to the com- 
mittee of the whole on the state of the union. 

The following resolution, moved by Mr. Sloane, yes- 
terday, was taken up and read: ; E 

“ftesolved, That the seeretary of war be instructed to | 
furnish this house with copies of all letters and corres- 
pondence between the seeretary of war and general An- | 
drew Jackson, from the commencement of the Creck war | 
until the Ist March, 1815, on the subject of the dvaft, | 
service and discharge of the several corps of Tennessee 
militia. *? 














’ . | 
Mr. Sloane, referring to a statement made yestesday | 
by Mr. Hanulton, chairman of the committee on military | 


} 


affairs, that that committee would shortly report on the 
communication from the war department, (in relation to 
the six militiamen), said, that he wished the correspon- 
dence referred to inthe resolution mig! 
mittee, and be considered, with ihe others before the re- 
port was made, 

Mr. Wickliffe called for the reading of the former re- 
solution, calling for documents on this subject, and it was 
read accordingly. 

Mr. Hamilion ealled for the reading of Mr. Sloane's 
resolution; and it having been again read, 

It was agreed to by the house, nem. ca) 

The following resolution, moved by % 
vesterday, was taken up and read: — 

** Resolved, That the secretary of the treasury be di- 
rected to furnish this house with a statement of the nett 
revenue collected annually, from the yveur 1790 to 1826, 
inclusive, on each of the following articles, viz: hammer- 
ed and rolled bar iron, wool, hemp, flax, sail cloth, mo- 
lasses, foreign distilled spirits, cotton manufacturés, and 
woollen manufactures, and of the revenue whieh oceur- 
ved on each of the said articles during the year 1827.” 

Mr. Strong moved to amend, by adding as follows: 

“Together with the quantity and value of the respee- 


l 
I 


five articles imported in each year, and the rates of duty | 


thereon.” 

This was aceepted by Mr. Canbreleng as a modifica- 
tion, and the resolution was agreed to as modified. 

On motion of Mr. Irigit, of Olio, it was 

Resolved, That the committee appointed to revise the 
rules of the house, be instructed to inquire into the pro- 


priety of establishing a standing committee, to consist of 


seven members, to be called the committee on retrench- 
ments, who shall be charged with the investigation of the 
mannerof discharging the public business, in the diffe- 
rent public offices, and to report any measures they may 
deem expedient to facilitate the public business, and to 
seeure its economical performance. 

(On this resolution there was a division—the ayes be- 
ing 80, noes not counted; qnestion being evidently with 
the affirmative side.) 

On motion of Mr. Cambrelene, it was 

Resolved, Vhat the committee on naval affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of eontinuing, for 
afurthen term of five years, pensions to the widows and 


children of officers, seamen, and marines, who were kil-. 


led in battle, or who died in the naval service of the 
United States, during the late war 

Mr. Gilmer laid before the house a copy of a report 
of a joint committee of the general assembly of the 
state of Georgia, “on the right and propriety of the con- 
gress of the United States to appropriste monev from 
the publie treasury of the union, in aid of the coloniza- 
tion society; which report recommends to the general 
assembly of Georgia to adopt the follawing resolutions: 

** Resolved, Ec. Vhat the congress of the United States 
have no constitutional power to appropriate moneys to 
«id the American Colonrzation Society, or tor objects to 
effeet which that society was established: and that this 


htgo to that come |" ‘ . > war 
eth ‘of the survey of Cape Fear iver, below the town of Wil- 


ace which was read, and referred to the committce 
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legislature, representing the feelings aud will ot the peo- 
ple, and the sovereignty of the state of Georgia, 10 the 
name and in behalf of the staée of Georgia, denying the 
right, solemnly protest against the exercise, or any atempt 
to exercise, such unconstitutional power by the congress 
of the United States. 

And be it further resolved, That copies of the above 
report and resolution be forwarded to our senators and 
representatives in the congress of the United States, an 
that our senators be instructed, and our representatives 
be requested, whenever circumstances may render the 
same necessary, to present the said resolution to both 
houses of congress, as the protest of the state of Georgia, 
against the right of congress, constitutionally, to appro- 
priate moneys in aid oi the American Colonization Socie- 
ty. 
And be it further resolved, That a eopy of the above 
report and resolutions be forwarded to the governor of 
each slave holding state of the union, with a request that 
the same shall be laid before the respective legislatures, 


asking their coneurrenece in such constitulional mode as 
\to them shall seem best, to prevent the exercise of such 


power by the congress of the United States,” 

The report and resolutions were referred to the select 
committee, appointed some days ago, on various memo- 
rials in favor of the Colonization Society, 

The speaker jaid before the house a communication 
from the secretary of war, transmitting a report and phan 


On GOoinmMmcree, 


‘The speaker also laid before the house a communica- 


‘tion trom the secretary of war, transmitting aneabstract 
} . 0 ons. @ » 
'ofthe annual returns of the nulitias whieh was read, and 


‘referred to the committee on the subjeet of the militia, 
| (See page 404.) 

Mr. Wright, of New York, who had been appointed 
one of the comunittee on the subject of retrenchmert, was 
excused from serving on suka CObmuitiee; and it was or 
deved that another member be appoimted in his place. 

A bill authorizing the clerk of the house to purchase 
500 copies of Watterson and Van Zandt’s statistical ta- 
hies, was ordered to be engrossed ior a third reading. 
| ‘Phe amendments of the senate to the bill making ap- 

propviations fur the support of government for 1828, and 
‘the amendment of the senate to the bili making appro- 
| priations forthe payment of pensions, were taken up in 
-commiutice of the whole, Mr. Covcict in the chair. 


‘The amendments to the first mentioned bill were agreed 
‘roby the committee, and that to the last mentioned bill 
was disagrecd to, aud so reported to the house. 

‘Phe report of the committee of the whoie was then con- 
‘curred in by the house. And so the general appropria- 
‘tion bill las passed both houses of congress. 
| After the transaction of other business, the house ad- 

journed to Monday. ; 

Monday, Feb. 11. Mr. Hamilion, trom the ecommit- 
itee of military affairs, to which was referred the docu- 
iments communicated by the secretary of war, in obedi- 
lence to the order of the house, of the 16th ult. relative to 
‘the proceedings of a court marual which convened its 
| sittings at or near Mobile, on the oth of December, 1814, 
‘for the trial of certain ‘teunessee militiamen; together 
with the correspondence between the governor of that 
state, and the seeretary of war, respecting the length of 
serviee of militia drafts of that state, during the late war, 
made a report, which was read, and laid on the table. 

Mr. ivicklife, from the committce on the judiciary, 
to which was referred the bill froin the senate, entitled, 
«An act toabolish imprisonment for debt,” reported the 
‘same withan amendment, goiug to swike out the whole 
bill, after the enacting words, aud to insert a substitute, 
The bill and amendment were then comuinitted. 

Mr. Van densselaer, trom the committce on agrieul- 
ture, to which was referred the letter of the secretary of 
the treasury, accompanied by a manual and report upon 
the subject of the growth and manufacture of silk, made 
in obedience to the resolution of the house of representa- 
tives, ot the Lith May, 1826, made a report, which was 
read, and the resolution therein submitted was agreed to 
by the house, viz: 

" ftesolved, ‘Vhat six thousand copies of said manual and 
yeport be printed for the use of the house, 


} 


—_<e 





i 
‘ 
; 
! 
} 
: 
' 





So ee EE ey RES a 











410 


NILES’ REGISTER—FEBRUARY 16, 1828—CONGRESS. 











«. Mr. Hamilton, (chairman of the military committee), 
moved the following resolution, viz: 

Resolved, That the report of the committee on milita- 
ry affairs, made to this house on certain documents com- 
mounicated by the department of war, touching the pro- 
ceedings of a court martial which convened at Mobile 
on the 5th December, 1814, and a correspondence be- 
tween the secretary of war and governor Blount re- 
specting certain drafts of the militia of the state of Ten- 
nessee, be printed, with said documenis, which have been 
previously ordered to be printed by ihis house. 

Mr. Storrs moved to amend this resolution by striking 
out these words: ‘‘with said documents, which have 
been previously ordered to be printed by this house.” 

And on this amendmenta debate arose, which occupied 
the house till near 7 o’clock, when it was finally termi- 
nated by the previous question. 

_ The turning points of the debate were, whether the 
report of the secretary of war, and documents should 
accompany the report, or should be printed separately 
from it, (as ordered to be printed), when first laid before 
the house: whether they should be printed in the order 
in which they had come from the war department, or 
in a different order, as arranged by the committee; or 
whether they should not be printed twice, first in the 
one order, as forming part of an executive communica- 
tion, and then in the other order, as pertaining to the re- 
port of the committee on military affairs. 

The debate was characterised by a good deal of anima- 
tion, though necessarily limited m its scope. 

Several attempts were made to lay the motion of Mr. 
Hamilton on the table, (the effect of which would have 
been, it was supposed, to have the documents printed as 
received from the war department), but all motions to 
this effect were negatived. 

A motion was made by Mr. Beecher to postpone the 
consideration of the motion Lefore the house, to Mone 
Gay next—but equally in vain. The yeas being 71, the 
nays 110. A motion to adjourn was rejected by a still 
larger majority—-yeas 36, nays 155. 

he amendment of Mr. Storrs was then negatived— 
— 82, nays107. When, after some further debate, 

Mr. Wickliffe, of Ken. moved the previous question. 

The house sustained the motion—ayes 99, noes 71. 

And the question being put, “Shall the main question 
now be put?” (which excludes all amendments and all 
further debate), it was carried by yeas and nays—yeas 
105, nays 75. 

The question was then put upon the resolution of Mr. 
Hamilton, and it was adopted by yeas and nays as tol- 
lows: 

YEAS.—William Addams, Mark Alexander, Robert 
Allen, Willis Alston, John Anderson, John S. Barbour, 
Philip P. Barbour, Stephen Barlow, D. L. Barrmger, 
George O. Belden, John Bell, John Blair, James Bu- 
chanan, Rudolph Bunner, C. C. Cambreleng, Samuel P. 
Carson, John Carter, ‘Thomas Chilton, N. H. Claiborne, 
John C. Clark, Henry W. Conner, Richard Coulter, 
David Crockett, Henry Daniel, Thos. Davenport, War- 
ren R. Davis, John J. De Graff, Robert Desha, William 
Drayton, Joseph Duncan, Jonas Earl], jr. James Find- 
lay, John Floyd, Va. John Floyd, Geo. ‘VorJinson Fort, 
Chauncey Forward, Joseph Fry, Levin Gale, Nathaniel 
Garrow, George R. Gilmer, Innis Green, William Haile, 
Thomas H. Hall, James Hamilton, jr. Jonathan Harvey, 
Charles E. Haynes, Selah R. Hobbie, Michael Hoffman, 
Gabriel Holmes, Samuel D. Ingham, Jacob C. Isacks, 
Jonathan Jennings, Jeromus Johnson, Richard Keese, 
Adam King, George Kremer, Joseph Lawrence, Joseph 
Lecompte, Pryor Lee, Edward Livingston, Wilson Lump- 
kin, John Magee, John H. Marable, William D. Mar- 
tin, William McCoy, George McDuflie, Robert McHat- 
ton, Samuel McKean, John McKee, Daniel H. Miller, 
John Mitchell, Thomas R. Mitchell, James C. Mitchell, 
Thomas P. Moore, Gabriel Moore, William T. Nuck- 
olls, Robert Orr, jr. George W. Owen, James K. Polk, 
William Ramsay, James’ W. Ripley, William C. Rives, 
John Roane, William Russell, A. H. Shepperd, Alexan- 
der Smyth, Michael C. Sprigg, Wm. Stanberry, James 
S. Stevenson, John B. Sterigere, Andrew Stewart, John 
G. Stower, Joel B. Sutherland, Wijey Thompson, James 
Trezvant, Starling ‘tucker, Danie! Turner, Espy Van 
Horn, G. C. Verplank, Aaron Ward, John C. Weems, 
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Charles A. Wickliffe, Richard H. Wilde, Epharaim kK, 
Wilson, John J. Wood, George Wolf, Silas Wright, jr. 
Joel Yancey—t08. 

NAYS.—Samuel S, Allen, Samuel Anderson, Wii. 
liam Armstrong, John Bailey, John Baldwin, Noyes 
Barber, Ichabod Bartlett, Isaac C. Bates, Philemon 
Beecher, William L. Brent, Titus Brown, John H, 
Bryan, R. A. Buckner, Daniel A. A. Buck, James Clark, 
Lewis Condict, W. Creighton, jr. John Culpeper, John 
Davenport, John Davis, Clement Dorsey, feary Ww. 
Dwight, Daniel G. Garnsey, Joseph Healy, Jonathan 
flunt, Ralph J. Ingersoll, Kensey Johns, jr. Isaac Leffler, 
Kb’t. P. Letcher, Peter Little, John Locke, Henry Mar- 
kell, H.C. Martindale, Dudley Marvin, Rufus McIntire, 
William McLean, Charles F, Mercer, Orange Merwin, 
Thomas Metcalfe, Charles Miner, Thos. Newton, Jere- 
miah O’Brien, Dutee J. Pearce, Elisha Phelps, Isaac 
Pierson, David Plant, John Read, Joseph Richardson, 
John oe John Sloane, Oliver H. Smith, Peleg 
Spargue, James Strong, Samuel Swann, John W. Tay- 
lor, Phineas L. Tracy, Ebenezer ‘Tucker, Joseph Vance, 
John Varnum, Samuel F. Vinton, George i Wales, 
Thomas Whipple, jr. Elisha Whittlesey, Lewis Wil- 
liams, James Wilson, Joseph F. Wingate, John Woods, 
David Woodeock, John C. Wright—69. 

{At some period daring the proceedings, Mr. H’s resoe 
lution underwent an alteration, by substituting, for the 
words moved to be stricken out by Mr. Storrs, these 
words: ‘And that the documents heretofore ordered to 
be printed, shall, when printed, be appended to said re- 
port, in the order in which they have been arranged by the 
committee. ””} 

So the documents from the war department were or- 
dered to be appended to the report thereon from the 
committee of military affairs, and printed in the order 
designated by the committee. 

Those gentlemen who engaged inthe debate wer 
Messrs. Hamilton, Polk, Weems, Ingham, Floyd, 
Haynes, Stevenson, of Pennsylvania, Storrs, Dorsey, 
Burges, Whittlesey, Whipple, Bartlett, Woodcock, Tay- 
or, Wright, Woods, Sprague, Sloan, Marvin, Brown, 
Beecher, Reed, Dorsey and Drayton. } 

After the decision of this question, the house adjourn- 
ed. 

Tuesday, Feb. 12. Mr. Floyd of Virginia, moved the 
following resolution; which was read and laid on the ta- 
ble until to-morrow, viz: 

Resoived, &c, That the president of the senate, and 
speaker of the house of representatives, be authorized to 
close this session, by adjournment of their respective 
houses, on the 8th day of April next. 

Mr. Mallary submitied some amendments to the bil! 
in alteration of the several acts imposing duties on im- 
ports; which were committed to the committee of th: 
whole house on the state of the union, to which that billis 
committed, 

On motion of Mr. WeDuffie, the house went into com- 
mittee of the whole on the state of the union, Mr. Con- 
dict in the chair, and took up the bill making appropria- 
tions for the naval service for the year 1828. The bill 
was read through and then taken up by sections; and the 
clause of appropriation for the pay and subsistence being 
under consideration, some debate arose, which continued 
to the usual how: of adjournment, when the committee 
rose reported and obtaimed leave to sit again and thc 
house adjourned, 

Wednesday, Feb. 13. Ambrose H. Sevier appeared, 
produced his credentials as a delegate from Arkansas, was 
qualified and took his seat. Mr. Strong presented ame- 
morial from the farmers and and wool growers of New 
York, praying for further protection to the woollen manu- 
facture, which was committed to the committee of the 
whole house. Several committees made reports on the 
subjects referred to them, and some minor business was 
transacted, when Mr. Stevenson, of Pennsylvania, rose, 
and said, as the minutes of evidence taken betore the com- 
mittee was now printed, and on the tables of the house, 
lhe gave notice that, on Tuesday next, a motion would 
be made that the house resolve itself into a committee 0! 
the whole on the state of the union, with a view to cot 
sider the bill reported by the committee on manutfac- 
tures, entitled ‘‘A bill in alteration of the several acts 
imposing duties on imports.” 
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On motion of Mr. Strong the house went into com- | 
mittee of the whole on the state of the union, Mr. Con- | 
dict in the chair, on the bill establishing the terrritory of 
Huron, but there being a gencral desire to take up the 
navy appropriation bill, it was accordingly considered, on 
motion of Mr. Mc Duffie. 

Much conversation and debate occurred on several 
items of this bill, and various amendments were offered 
and adopted. An amendment offered by Mr. Hoj/man 
to fill the blank in the section which provides for the pay 
and subsistence of officers, with $1,100,081 75, instead of 
$1,176,312, which had been proposed by the committee 
of ways and means, in conformity with the estimates from 
the navy department, caused a debate which lasted until 
four o’clock. Mr. Hoffman advocated the amendment 
at length, being opposed to the increase of officers pro- 
posed by the secretary of the navy. 

The motion was opposed by. Messrs. Sprague, Gil- 
mer, Ingersoll, Wood,of New York, Bartlett, Drayton 
and Weems, and again advocated by Mr. Hoffman, in a 
closing speech, in which he replied to the several gentle- 
men who had opposed the motion. 

The question being then put first upon the larger sum 
moved by the committee of ways and means, it was car- 
ried in the affirmative—Ayes 104. Noes 53. 

The committee then rose and reported the bill; but, 
before any order was taken thereon, the house adjourned. 








THURSDAY’S PROCEEDINGS. 

The senate was chiefly oecupied in considering the re- 
port of the select committee on the rules of the senate, 
the amendment to the sixth rule, proposed by Mr. 
Foot, being under consideration, which was finally agreed 
to after a spirited debate—ayes 44, nays Messrs. Smith, 
of Md. and .Macon. 

The vice president then rose, and said, that he took 
this opportunity to express his entire satisfaction with 
that portion of the amendment giving to senators the 
right of appeal from the decision of the chair, as it was 
not only according to strict principle, but would relieve 
the chair from a most delicate duty. As to the power 
conferred upon the chair, it was not for him to speak; but 
he assured the senate that he should always endeavor to 
exercise it with strict umpartiality. 

Mr. Foot then moved to amend the 7th rule by insert- 
ing, after the words ‘‘ealled to order,” the words “by a 
senator,” making it requisite to write down the offending 
words uttered by a member, only when a senator should 
have called him to order; which was agreed to. 


LIST OF PAPERS 

Accompanying the report of the secretary of state, of the 

5th January, 1828. ‘ 

Extract. Mr. Adams to Mr. Rush, dated 23d June, 1823. 
Mr. Rush toMr. Adams, 12th Aug, 1824. 
Mr. Clay to Mr. Gallatin, 19th June, 1826, 
Mr. Clay to Mr. Gallatin, 8th Aug. 1826. 
Mr. Gallatin to Mr Clay, 21st Sept. 1827. 
Mr. Gallatin to Mr. Clay, Ist Oct. 1827. 

B. Protocol 18. 

N. Protocol 24: 


Extract of a letter from Mr. Adams to Mr. Rush, dated 
department of state, Washington 23d June, 1823. 


“With regard to the right of that portion of our people 
to navigate the river St. Lawrence, to and from the ocean, 
it has never yet been discussed between as and the Bri- 
tish government. I have little doubt that it may be 
established upon the sound and general principles of 
the law of nature; and if it has not been distinetly an 
explicitily asserted in negotiation with the British gov- 
ernment, hitherto, it is because the benefits of it have 
been, as the committee remark, tacitly conceded, or 
because the interest, now become so great, and daily 
acquiring additional moment, has, it may almost be 
said, orignated since the acknowledgment of our inde- 
pendence by the treaty of 1783. 


‘*The memorial from the committee of the inhabitants 
of Franklin county, New York, is perfectly correct, 
when it asserts this right upon the principles asserted 
at the period when our right to the navigation of the Mis- 
sissippi was in question; and so faras the right, bythedaw 
nature, was maintained on the part of the United States, 
in that case, so far is the government of the United 
States bound to maintain, for the people of the territory 
of Michigan, and the states of Ilinvis, Indiana, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, New York and Vermont, the natural right 
of communicating with the ocean, by the only outlet, pro- 
— by nature, from the waters bordering upon their 
shores. 


“We know that the possession of both the shores of 
a river, at its mouth, has heretofore been held to give 
the right of obstructing or interdicting the navigation of 
it to the people of other nations, inhabiting the banks of 
the river, above the boundary of that in possession 
of its mouth. But the exclusive right of jurisdiction 
over a river, originates in the social compact, and isa 





The house, in committee of the whole, took up the bill 
making appropriations for internal improvements, in 
which it was engaged until near four o’clock, when the 
committee rose, reported progress, and the house ad- 
journed. 





NAVIGATION OF THE ST. LAWRENCE. 


Message from the president of the United States, trans- 
mitting a — from the secretary of state, and 
the correspondence with the government of Great Bri- 
tain, relative to the free navigation of the river St. 
Lawrence. 

WasuIncton, 7th January, 1828. 

To the house of representatives of the United States. 

In compliance with a resolution of the house of repre- 
sentatives, of the 17th of last month, I transmit to the 
house a report from the secretary of state, and the cor- 
respondence with the government of Great Britian, re- 
lative to the free navigation of the river St. Lawrence, 

JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 

“-The secretary of state, to whom has been referred a 

resolution of the house of representatives, of the 17th. 

ult. requesting the president of the United States to com- 
municate to that house, ‘‘if not in his opinion, ineompa- 
tible with the public interest, the correspondence of this 
government with that of Great Britian, relative to the 
tree navigation of the river St. Lawrence,” has the honor 
to submit to the president the accompanying papers, be- 
ing extracts and copies of letters and documents, con- 
nected with that subject and explanatory of the same. 

H. CLAY, 

Department of state, 


right of sovereignty. The right of navigating the river is 
aright of nature, preceding it in point of time, and which 
the sovereign right of one nation cannot annihilate, as 
belonging to the people of another. ; 


“This principle has been substantially recognized by 
all the parties to the European alliance, and particularly 
by Great Britian at the negotiation of the Vienna econ- 
gress treaties. [t is recognized by the stipulations of 
those treaties, which declare the navigation of the Rhine, 
the Necker, the Mayne, the Mozelle, the Maese, and the 
Scheldt, free to ail nations. The object of those stipu- 
lations, uncoubtedly, was, to make the navigation of 
those rivers effectively free to all the people dwel- 
ling upon their banks, and to abolish all those unnatu- 
ral and unjust restrictions, by which the people of the 
interior of Germany had, before that time, been depri- 
ved of their natural outlet to the sea by the abuse of 
that right of sovereignty which imputed an exclusive 
jurisdiction and property over a river to the state posses- 
sing both shores at its mouth. There is no principal of 
national Jaw upon which those articles of the Vienna con- 
gress treaties could be founded, which will not apply to 
sustain the right of the people of this union to navigate 
the St. Lawrence river to the ocean. 


‘‘These ideas are suggested to you, to be used, first, 
in conference with the British minister of foreign affairs, 
and, afterwards, if necessary, in correspondence with him. 
The manner and the time of presenting them, will be 
best judged by your discretion. By the two acts of par- 
liament, of 3d Geo. 4. chs. 44 and 119, the navigation 
of the St. Lawrence, from our territories to the ocean 
is, in fact, conceded to us. By the first, from the ocean 





Vashineton, 5th Januar, 1828 


to Quebec; and, vy the second, from any part of our 
territories to the same port. 


But 2 diseretionary power 
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is given to the colonial governments in Canada to with- 
draw the latter of these concessious, by excepting any 
of the Canadian ports from those to which our vessels 
are by the act made admissible; and the duties imposed 
by the act, upon all those of our exports which could 
render the trade profitable, are prolibitory. 
Excivact of a despatch (No. 10) from Mr. Rush to Mr. 
Aldams, dated 
Lonpon, August 12, 1824. 

**The act of parliament of the fifth of August, 1822, 
having immediate relation to the commercial intercours 
between the United States and the british contmental 
possessions in their neighborhood, I naturally regarded 
it, as your instructions to me had done, in connexion with 
the act of Jane the 24th, 1822, This brought under con- 
‘sideration our claim to the navigation of the river St. 
‘Lawrence. Between this question, and the questions of 
«<ommercial intercourse under the act of June, 1822, the 
British plenipotentiarics were constantly unwilling to 
‘acknowledge any connexion. Nevertheless, looking to 
‘your instructions, and as well to the reason of them, as 
to their authority, [ treated the two questions as belong- 
ing to one and the same general subject. They asked 
whether, taking the two acts of parliament together, the 
United States did not already enjoy the navigation of 
this river? Tsaid that they did: by the act of June the 
24th, 1822, they enjoyed it from the oecan to Quebce; 
and by that of August the 5th, 1822, trom any part of 
the territories of the United States to Quebee. but, 
from the fact of the colonial governments in Canada, 
being invested witha diseretionary power to withdraw 
the latter of these concessions, by excepting any of the 
Canadian ports from those to which our vesseis were 
made admissible, it followed that our enjoyment of the 
navigation of this river was rendered contingent upon 
British permission. This was a tenure not reconcilable 
in the opinion of the goverument of the United States, 
with the growing and permanent wants of their citizens 
in that portion ofthe union or with the rights of the nation, 
it was due to both these considerations that it should 
stand upon a diferent tenure, and the time had arrived 
when it was desirable that the two nations should come 
to an understanding Qpon a question of sO much import- 
ance 
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practice, to make them the rule of their conduct fy, 
some years alter the war of 1812, until, by the acts of 
parliament, just recited, Great Britain chose to consid; 
the intervention of that war as putting an end to their ya. 
lidity. This state of things, by vemitting each party to 
their anterior and origmal rights, rendered it manifestly 
incumbent upen the government of the United States 
now to atlemptto settle, by convention, or in some other 
manner, with Great Britam, the true nature of the tenure 
by which they held the navigation of this stream. Such 
was the character of the remarks by which I illustrated 
the propriety of adding to the two articles which I hag 
offered for the regulation of the commercial intercourse 
between the United States and the British colonies. 
whether continental or insular, a third article relatiys 
exclusively to the navigation ef the St. Lawrence. 
A third article will be found, accordingly, in this eop- 
nexion, as part of our projet, already referred to, as an 
nexed to the protocol of the third conference. Its stypu- 
lations were, that the navigation of the St. Lawrence in 
its whole length and breadth, to and from the sea, 
should be at all times equally free to the citizens and 
subjects of both countries, aud that the vessels belonging 
to either party should never be subject to any molesta- 
tion Whatever by the other, or to the payment Of any 
duty for this right of navigation. Alter this unequivocal 
provision, it coneluded with a clause that, regarding suc! 
reasonable and moderate tolls as either side might claim 
and appear to be entitled to, the contracting parues would 
treat ata future day, in order that the principles regu- 
lating such tolls inight be adjusted to mutual satistaetion, 

“i deemed it most advisable to ingraft upon the arti- 
cle this principle respecting tolls, although it was noi 
particularly mentioned in your despatch. In pursuing 
into thei details some of the general principles which 
you had laid down, l was Ieit under the impression that 
our tile to navigate this river, independently of the con- 
sent of Great Britain, could be made ont with more 
complete and decisive stength, under the qualified ad- 
mission of the glaim to toll. ‘The writers on public lay 
bad generally so treated the subject, and, in some ef the 
modern treaties, of high authority in our favor, on the 
general question, the admission was, also, to be seen. 
L refer particularly to the fifth article of the treaty of 





“The British plenipotentiaries next asked, whether | 
any question was about to be raised on the right of Great | 
Britain to exe ude, altogether, vessels o: the United | 
States from tracing with British ports situated upon the | 
St. Lawrence, or elsewhere, in Canada? T replied that | 
T was not prepared absolutely to deny such aright i | 
Great Britain, to whatever considerations its €XCPCISC | 
might be open. LTvremarked, also, that it seemed al-| 
ready to have been substantially exercised by this act of | 
the 5th of August, 1822: for, by its provisions, only ecr- 
tain enumerated articies were allowed to be exported 
from the United States into Canadian ports, and duties 
were laid upon these articles, which might be said to 
‘amounta to prohibition. [I added, that, although the fore- 
going act had not laid any duty on the merchandise of| 
the United States descending the St. Lawrence with a 
view to exportation by sea, yet that an act of the pre-| 
ceding year did, viz: upon their tumber and lumber, | 
which made it highly expedient that the relative rights | 
of the parties to the use of the waters of this great surcam, 
should be ascertained. I here went into a review of the 
footing upon which the trade between the United States | 
and the Canadas stood, under the stipulations of tic) 
treaty of 1794. ‘The memorial trom the inhabitants of 
Franklin county, in the state of New York, and the re-! 
port of the committee of the house of representative Sj 
upon thet document, furnished me with the nevessary | 
lights for executing this duty, as well as for pointing out 
the injurious and burdensome operation of the act of ihe | 
Sth of August, 1822, ‘The latter act had superseded 
all the former conditions of this intercourse. With | 
these conditions, the citizens of the United Stites had! 
been, I said, content, and it was believed that they had | 
been found, on experience, satisfactory on both sides. | 
The treaty stipulations of 1794, were among the arti-| 
cles of that instrument declared, when it was made, to 
be permanent; and so mutually beneficial had appeared 
to be their operation, that both partics continued, in 





peace, of the thirtieth of May, 1814, between the atlied 
powers and France, where, after providing tor the free 
navigation of the Rhine to all persons, it is agreed that 
principles should be Jaid down, at a future congress, for 
the collection of the duties by the states on its banks, in 
the manner most equal ant favorable to the commerce 
of all nations. in adverting to the claim of toll, as a 
question only for future discussion, aud one that might be 


of like interest to both parties, (the British navigation of 


this mver being obliged, im some parts, to pass close to 
our bank), and, moreover, where the claim, if advanced 
on cither side, was to be made dependent, on sufficient 
cause being shown for it, 1 did not believe that 1 was 
losing sightofany principle of value to the United States 
in Uys controversy. ‘he clause, | hope, will be found 
to have been too guarded in its terms to be open to such 
a risk. 

** Phere was another point on which I felt more uneer- 
tainty. “The navigation of this stream, although I believ- 
ed it could be demonstrated to be the just right of the 
people o the United States, could not draw after it all 
is benesits to Giem, without a concurrent right of stop- 
ping at some point, or port, where both ofits banks fell 
within the colonial territory of Great Britain. Upon 


| What footiuy was i to treat this latter and subordinate 


question? Your insiructions had not dealt with it, and I 
iclimyseli ataloss., It could searecely be doubted but 


that, ourmght to navigate the river being established, 


britain would, as matter of international comity, and as 
a arrapgemeut advantageous also to Lerself, allow us a 


place of entry tor our vessels, aud deposite for our pro- 
duce, somewhere on its shores. 
late years, been extending the warehousing system to all 
other nations, for their convenience and her own, that it 
might weli be presumed she would not exclude the Unit- 
ed States from a participation in it at Quebee, or else- 
where, at a suitable portin Canada. Yet I felt it to bea 
point of some delicacy, and thercfore thought that it 
woukl be most judicious to feave it holly uirtouched 
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in my proposal. Another reason operated with me for | 
this silence. As far as | was able to carry my investiga- | 
tions into the point, I found much ground for supposing 

that the right to the navigation of a river under the strong | 
circumstanees which marked that of the United States to | 
the navigation of the St. Lawrence, would involve, as an | 
incident, the right of innocent stoppage somewhere on | 
the shores; an incident indispensable to the beneficial en | 
joyment of the right itself. By the seven art icle of the 

treaty of Paris, of 1763, the free navig von of the Missis- 


sippi was granted to Great Britain Sut without any clause 


— 








= 


**My reply was not satisfactory to the British plenipo- 
tentiaries. They combatted the claim with increased 
earnestness, ceclaring that it was altogether untenabie, 
and ofa nature to be totally and unequivocally rejected. 
Instead of liaving the sanetion of public law, the law and 
the practice of nations equally diselaimed it. Could I 
shew where was to be found, in either, the least warrant 
for its assertion? Was it notaclaim plainly inconsistent 
with the paramount authority and exclusive possession 
of Great Britain? Could she for one montent listen to it? 
“I remarked, that the claim had been put forward by 


securing to British vessels the privilege of stopping at| the United States because of the great national interests 
New Orleans then a Frep-? port, or at any other port | inv olved in it; yet, that this consideration, high as it was,, 


or place on any part of the shores. Yet the historical | 


fact appears to have seen, that Britain did use New Or- 
leans asa place fr her vessels to stop at, and this without 


yr 


any subsequeré arrangement with France upon the sub- | well be taken as the guarantee. 


ject. 





would never be looked at but in connexion with the just 
rights of Great Britain. For this course of proceeding, 
both the principles and practice of my goverument might 
The claim was, there- 


The case becomes siill stronger, if, afterwards, | fore, far from being put forward in any gia | spirit, 
when New Orleans fell into the hands of Spain, the Bri- | and woukd be subject to a frank and full intere 


ange of 


{sk continued to use it for the same purpose, contrary, | sentiments between the two governments. IL was obvi- 


at first, to the remonstrances of the Spanish governor of 
that town, which is also believed to have been the fact. 
{ abstained, however, from asserting, in this negotiation, 
the subordinate right in qucstion. 





ously bound, I admitted, to make known, ou behalf of 
mine, the grounds on which the claim was advanced—~a 
duty which [ would not fail to perform. I stated that 
we considered our right to the navigation of this river; 


“Qn the principal question of our equal right withthe | as strictly a nateral right. This was the firm foundations 


British to the entive and unobstrueted navigation of this 
river, [dwelt with all the emphasis demanded by its mag- 
nitude. I spoke of itas a question intimately connected 


with the present interests of the United States, and which | 


asstuned an aspect yet more commanding in its bearing 
upon their future population and destinies, Already 
the immense regions which bordered upon the lakes and 
vorthern rivers of the United States, were rapidly filling 
up with inhabitants, aud soon the dense millions who 
would cover them, would point to the paramount and 
irresistible necessity for the use of this great stream, as 
their only natural highway to the ocean. Nor was the 
question one of saagnitude to this part of the union alone. 
The whole nation telt their stake in it; the middle and 
ihe north more immediaiely; but all the rest by the mal- 
tiplied ties and connexions which bound up their wants, 
their interests, and their sympathies, with the middle and 
the north. It was under such a view of the immediate 
and prospective value of this navigation to us, that I first 
presented it to the notice of the British plenipotentiaries 
asa question of right. {told them that they must under- 
stand this to be the sense in which I had drawn up the 
article upon the subject, and that it was the sense in 
which f felt myseif bound, as the plenipotentiary of the 
United States, to urge its adoption. 

“T approaeh an interesting part of this negotiation when 
I come to make known in what manner the British pleni- 
potentiaries reccived this disclosure. They said that, on 
principles of acconmodation, they were willing to treat of 
this claim with the United Siates in a spirit of eutire ami- 
ty; that is, as they explained, to treat of it as a concession 
on the part of Great Britain; for which the United States 
must be prepared to offer a full equivalent. ‘This was 
the only light in which they could entertain the question. 
Asto the claim of right, they hoped that it would not even 
be advanced; persisted in, they were willing to persuade 
themselves it would never be. It was equally novel and 
extraordinary. “hey could not repress their strong feel- 
ings of surprise at its bare intimation. Great Britain 
possessed the absolute sovereignty over this river, in all 
parts where both its banks were of her territorial do- 
minions Her right, henee, to exclude a foreign nation 
from navigating it, was not to be doubted, sedrecly to be 
discussed. “This,was the manner in which it was at first 
reeeived, They opposed to -the claim ‘ku immediate, 
positive, unqualified resistance. 

**t said that our claim was neither novel nor extraor- 
dinary. It was one that had been well considered by my 
government, and was believed to be maintainable on the 
soundest principles of public law. The question had 
been familiar to the past discussions of the United States, 
as their state papers, which were before the world, would 
show. It had been asserted, and suecessfully asserted, 
in relation to another great river of the American conti- 
uent; flowing to the south, the Mississippi, ata time when 
hoth of its lower banks were under the dominion of a fo- 
reign power. ‘The essential principles that had governed 
tlre one ease. were now applicable to the other. 





on which it wouldbe placed. ‘This was the light in which 
it was defensible on the highest authorities, no less than 
on the soundest principles. If, indeed, it had ever here-. 
tofore been supposed that the possession of both the 

shores of a river below, had conferred the right of inter- 

dicting the navigation of it to the people of other nations 
inhabiting its upper banks, the examination of such a 
principle would at once disclose the objections to it. ‘The 
exclusive right of jurisdiction over a river could only 
oviginate in the social compact,and be claimed ag aright 
of sovereignty. The right of navigating the river was a 
right of nature, preceding in poiut of time, and which 
the mere sovereign right of one nation could not annihi- 
late as belonging to the people ofanother. It was aright 
essential to the eondition and wants of human society, 

and contormable to the voice of mankind, in all ages and 
countrics. The principle on which it rested, challenged 
such universal assent, that, wherever it had not been al- 
lowed, it might be imputed to the trinmph of power or 
injustice over right. 4ts recovery and exercisé had still 
heen objects precious among nations, and it was happily 
acquiring fresh sanction from the highest examples of 
modern times. The parties to the European alliance 
had, in the treaties of Vienna, declared that the navigation 
of tue Rhine, the Necker, the Mayne, Moselle, the 
Maese, and the Scheldt, should be t:ee to all natiens. 
The object of these stipulations was as evident as alge 
worthy. It could have been no other than to render the 
navigation of those rivers free to all the people dwelling 
upon theiv banks; thus abolishing those unjust restrictions 
by which the people of the interior of Germany had been 











} too often deprived of their natural outlet to the sea, by an 
julbuse of that right of sovercignty, which claimed for a 


state, happening to possess both the shores of a river at 
its mouth, the ex¢lusive property over it. There was 
no principle of national law upon which the stipulations 
of the above treaties could be founded, which did not 
equally apply to the case of the St. Lawrence. It was 
thus that 1 opened our general doctrine. It was from 
such principles that f deduced our right to navigate this 
river, independent of the mere favor or coneession of 
Great Britain; and, consequently, indepeudent of any 
claim, on her side, to an equivalent. 

“ abstain from any further recapitulation to you of the 
principles which Liavoked, or of the authorities to which 
{ referred, for a reason to be now mentioned. It will be 
seen, by the first protocol, that our agreement bad been 
to carry on the negotiation by conference and proto- 
col. Vhis, the more usual mode at all times, was con- 
ceived to be peculiar by appropriate where the subjects to 
be handled were so various, and their details, nn some in- 
stances, so extensive. [twas recomended, also, and this 
was of higher sway with me, by the example of the nc® 
gotiation of 1818, in the course of which some ofthe same 
subjects had been discussed by this government. Never- 
tse re each party had reserved, under this agreement, 











the right of annexing to the protocol any written state- 
ment that might be considered necessary, as matter either 
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of record, or of explanation. In your instructions to me 
respecting this claim to the navigation of the St. Law- 
renee, a question wholly new as between thetwo nations, 
you had adverted to my presenting it in writing, if neces- 
sary, and I deterinined, under all the circumstances, that 
I should not properly come up to my duty, unless by 


adopting this mode. The question was not only new, 


but of the greatest moment. I saw, also, from the be- 
gining, that it would encounter the most decided oppo- 
sition from Great Britaia. In proportion as her plenipo- 
tentiaries became explicit and 
did it occur to me that it would be proper, on m 
to be unequivocal in its assertion. This could 
done upon paper. This would carry the claim distinctly 


part, 


to the archives of this goyernment, rather than trust it 


to foundations more uncertain and fugitive. It would 
explain as well as record, the sense in which it was in- 
serted on the protocol. 
this course, and scarcely a secondary one, was, that it 
would serve to draw from Great Britain, in the same 
form, a precise and full avowal of the grounds on which 
she designed to oppose the claim. On a question so 
large, and which, 
first opening between the two governments, could hardly 
fai] to come under discussion again hereafter, it appeared 
to me that it would be more acceptable to my government 
to be in possesion of a written document, which should 
embody the opinions of this government, than to take the 
report of them from me, under any form less exact or 
authentic. 

“J, accordingly, drew up a paper upon the subject, 
which, under the right reserved, I annexed, (marked B), 
to the protocol of the eighteenth conference, and so it 
stands amongst the papers of the negotiation. The British 
plenipotentiaries continued to urge thei animated pro- 
tests against this wenger on my part; not that they 
could divest me o 
ments in the shape of this written statement, but they 


earnestly pressed the propriety of my abandoning, alto- | assumed in their eyes. 
gether, any claim to the navigation of this river, as a claim | knowing that their argument was prepared under the ad- | 
of right, which shut them out from treating of it upon 
But having taking my determination, under 


other bases. 
other estimates of my duty, I did not depart from it. 
“The paper which I drew up, aimed at presenting a 
broad, but intelligible, outlme of the principal reasons in 
support of our claim. ‘These were such as you had set 
before me, and asI judged to be immediately deducible 
fromthem. Under the latter, I included the argument 
on the Mississippi question, used by an illustrious indi- 
vidual, then the organ of our government in its intercourse 
with foreign states. I considered this argument as virtual- 
ly comprehended in your instructions by the reference 
which they contained to it; the questions in both cases, 


so far as each dvew support from the deep foundations of 


the law of nature, being the same. Of this luminous 
state paper I followed the track, adopting its own lan- 
guage, whenever this could be done, as the safest, the 
most approved, the most national. 
the subject not elicited on that occasion, which I ventured 
to take up, was one pointed out by the locality of the St. 
Lawrence. 1 will briefly explain it. 

‘‘The exclusive right possesed by Great Britain over 
both banks of this river, was won for her by the co-opera- 
tion of the people who now form the United States. Their 
exertions, their treasure, their blood, were profusely em- 
barked in every eampaign of the eld French war. It was 
under this name that the recollection of that war still 
lived in the United States; a war which, but for the aid ot 
New England, New York and Pennsylvania, if of no more 
of the states, would probably not have terminated when 
it did, in the conquest of Canada from France. If these 
states were at that epoch, a part of the colonial empire of 
Great Britain, it was, nevertheless, impossible to obliterate 
the recollection of historical facts, or exclude the inferen- 
ces that would attach tothem. The predecessors of the 
present inhabitants of those states had borne a con- 
stant and heavy burden in that war, and had acquired, 
simultaneously with the then parent state, the right of 
descending this stream, on the hypothesis, assumed for 
the moment, of their not having possessed it before; 
a right of peculiar importance to them, from their local 
position and necessities. It was to this effect that I 
noticed a title, by joint acquisition, as, also, susceptibic 


eremptory in denying it, 


e best 


Another motive with me for 


om all that I perceived to mark its 


paper. 


of being adduced for the United States, to the navigati . 
of this river. _ There was, at least, i“ strong ie 
equity init, which would come home to the people of the 
nited States, impressing them with new convictions of 
the hardship of now refusing them the use of this stream 
as an Innocent pathway to the ocean. But, as Thad noj 
your elucitations of this view of the subject, I was careful 
to use it only in surbordination to the ent of natu. 
ral right. € Miter I treated as sufficient, in itself, to 


make out our title, «nd repudiated the necessi 

of 
sorting to any other. 4 will own, however, at in dis. 
position to confide in the «gument founded upon joint 
acquisition, was increased by th. nalogy which it ap ; ar 


ed to me to bear to the courseof reagan’ : 
Great Britain, by my predecessor in hig 3 ain pen 
lation to the fisheries. If our title toa my partici bi “i 
with Britain in the fisheries, though they wes within a 
aknowledged limits and jurisdiction of the coasts f British, 
America, was strengthened by the fact of the ears, ; 
habitants of the United States having been among the 
foremost to explore and use the fishing grounds, why 
was the analogous fact of their having assisted to expel 
the French from the lower shores of the St. Lawrence to 
be of no avail? I had believed in the application and 
force of the argument in the one instance, and could not 
deny it all the consideration that it merited in the other 
‘The necessity of my recounting to you the British ar- 
ument in answer to our claim, is superseded by my be- 
ing able to transmit it to you in then own words upon 
[t is sufficiently elaborate, and was drawn up 
with great deliberation. It is annexed, (marked N.) to 
the protocol of the twenty-fourth conference. Tki~ ir. 
tention avowed by the British plenipotentiaries, ai 
nineteenth conference, of obtaining for its doctrines, be- 


my privilege of recording my senti- 


The only view of 


fore it was delivered to me,the full sanction of their highes! 
professional authorities on 1aatters relating to the law oi 
nations, may serve to show the ‘gravity and importance,’ 
to repeat their own expression, which the question had 
I have, otherwise, reasons for 





vice and assistance of five of the most eminent publicists 
of England. With all the respect due to a paper ma- 
tured under such auspices, I am not able to look upon it 
as impugning the argument which, under your direction, 
and following the course of others before me, I had be- 
come the organ of making known on behalf of the United 
States. 

‘*In several instances the British paper has appealed to 
the same authorities that are to be found in mine. It is 
in the application of them only, that the difference is seen. 
In other parts, the difference is made to turn upon words 
rather than substance. But an error that runs through- 
out nearly the whole of their paper, consists in attributing 
to mine a meaning which does not belong to it. This ap- 
plies especially to the particular description of right which 
we claim; how far it is one of mere innocent utility; how far 
a right necessary to us and not injurious to Brita; how far 
aright which, if not falling under the technical designation 
of absolute, is, nevertheless, one that cannot be withheld. 
These are all qualifications that were not overlooked in 
my exposition of the doctrine; a light, however, in which 
the British paper does not appear to have regarded it. 
But as each document is now of record, and will be jugd- 
ed by the terms which it has used and the construction 
— attaches to them, I will not enlarge upon this 
read. 

“The British paper deals with our claim as standing 
upon equal footing with aclaim to the use of the roads, 
canals or other artificial ways, of a country; forgetting 
that the case in dispute is that of a natural stream, forming 
the only natural outlet to the ocean—the stream itself being 
common, by nature to both countries, Commenting vpon 
the acquired title of the United States, which I had put 
forward under the restriction described, their paper at- 
gues, that the same ground would justify a correlative 
claim, by Great Britain, to the use of the navigable rivers, 
and all other public possessions, of the United States, 
which existed when both countries were united under 4 
common government! By a like misapplication of ob- 
vious principles, it argues that our claim would also 
justify Britain in asking a passage down the Mississippi, 
| or the Hudson, though neither the one nor the othe: 
itouch any portion of the British territories; or that ! 
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ight equally justify a claim, on her side, to ascend, 
ith British vessels, the principal rivers of the Uaited 
States, as faras their draft of water woutd admit, ry te 
of depositing their cargoes at the apppomted ae ata 
try from the sea! On doctrines, such as t}~S¢, re 
only say to the British plenipotentiavies, th I was wholly 
ttnable to perceive their application to tke argument, un- 
Jess the United States had been adva-eing a claim to the 
navigation of the river Thames, in "gland. 
Their argument also assur~S that the treaty stipu- 
lations of 1794, exclude all *€@ of a right, on our side, 
to the navigation of this -*¥¢r, forgetting, that if, ander 
those stipulations, ves~*3 Of the United States were in- 
terdicted the navig~0n of British rivers between their 
mouths and the ghest port of entry from the sea; so, 
op the other2and, British vessels were interdicted the 
navigation “4 the rivers of the United States, beyoud the 
highest Orts of entry from the sea; and, also, that the 
whoF terms of the international intercourse, ia that quar- 
te, were, by this compact, such as at the time satisfied 
poth parties, without impairing the rights which either pos- 
sessed independent of the compact, and which only re- 
mained in suspense during its existence. his observa- 
tion suggests another to which their argument is open, 
in parts which they press as of decisive weight. It alle- 
ges that because, by the general treaty of Vienna, the 
powers whose states were crossed by the same navigable 
rivers, engaged to regulate, by common consent, all 
that —— their navigation; because Russia held by 
treaty the navigation of the Black sea; and because of the 
many instances, capable of being cited, where the navi- 
tion of rivers or straits that separated, or flowed through 
the territories of different countries, was ae my | pro- 
vided for by treaty; that, because of these facts, the in- 
ference was irresistible, that the right of navigation, under 
such circumstances, depended upon common consent, and 
could only be claimed by treaty. “{fere, too, it seems to 
have been forgotten, that it is allowable in treaties, as 
well as oftentimes expedient, for greater safety and pre- 
cision, to enter into stipulations for the enjoyment or 
regulation of pre-existing rights; that treaties are, in fact, 
expressly declared, by the writers upon the laws of na- 


tions, to be cf two general kinds: those which turn on | 


things to which we are already bound by the law of na- 
ture, and those .by which we engage to do something 
more. In their quotation, also, of the note from the first 
volume of the laws of congress, containing an mtimation 
that the United States could not be expected to yield the 
navigation of the Mississippi, without an equivalent, they 
seem wholly to have overlooked, besides the other points 
of that note, that it was made at a period when it was 
well known that no part of that river touched the terri 
tories of a foreign power; and when, therefore, its ex- 
elusive navigation belonged to the United States, as much 
so as the Delaware, or the Potomac. 

“The foregoing are some of the remarks upon the 
British paper, which I submitted at the conference, after 
receiving it. ‘The first impressions that I had ofmy duty 
in regard to it, and consequently, my first determination 
was to reply to it at large, in writing, annexing my dn 
tothe protocol. But, on more reflection, | deemed it 
most proper to abstain, at present, from this step. As 
a view of the whoie subject, given out under the imme- 
diate eye and authority of this government, and with ex- 
traordinary care, it appeared to me that the British paper 
ought to come under the knowledge of my own govern- 
ment, before receiving a formal or full answer from any 
source lesshigh. If itbe thought to require such an an- 
swer, a short delay could be nothing to the advantage of 
tts being afforded, either through me, or my successor 
in this mission, under the light of further instructions 
from home. ‘The pause seemed the more due, not only 


from the newness of the discussion between the two go-| 


vernments, but, because I may not, at this moment, be 
sufficiently apprised of all the modifications under which 
mine may desire it to be presented in a second and more 
full argument. I hope that this forbearance, on my 


the assertion of this right of navigation, thro 


respectfully and 





Extract of a letter from Mr. Clay to Mr. Gallatin. 
No. 1. 
Sasaki OF STATE, 
Washington, 19th June, 1826. 

3" The navigation of the St. Lawrence from the tere 
sitories of the United States to the sea. 

**T'he government of the United States have seen, 
with very great surprise and regret, the manner - 
Rush, during the former negotiation, was met and resist- 
ed by the British plenipotentiaries. The president has 

deliberately examined and considered 
the British paper which was delivered in by them, and 
which is annexed to the protocol of the 24th conference, 
and he has been altogether unable to discern, in its reason- 
ing or its authorities, any thing to impeach the right of 
the United States, or to justify the confidence with which 


the exclusive pretensions of Great Britain are brought 


forward and maintained. What is the right claimed by 
theUnited States?’ The North American lakes are 
among the largest inland seas known onthe globe. The 

extend from about the 41st to the 49th degree of north 
latitude, stretch over sixteen degrees of longitude, and 
thus present a surface, altogether, of upwards of eighty- 
three thousand square miles. Eight states of this union, 
(three of them among the largest in it), and one territory, 
border on them. A population already exceeding two 
millions, and augmenting beyond all example, is directly 
and deeply interested in their navigation. ‘They are en- 
tirely enclosed within the territories of the United States 
and Great Britain, and the right to their navigation, com- 
mon te both, is guarantied by the faith of treaties, and 
rests upon the still higher authority of the law of nature, 
These great lakes are united by but one natural outlet to 
the ocean, the navigation of which is common to all man- 
kind. That outlet, along a considerable part of its course, 
forms a common boundary between the territories of the 
United States and Great Britain, and to that extent the 
right of navigating it is enjoyed by both. The United 
States contend that they are invested with a right to pass 
from those lakes, the uncontested privilege of navie 
gating which they exercise, through that natural outlet, 
to the ocean—the right of navigating which, by all nations, 
none presumes to question. The right asserted, in other 
words, is, that their vessels shall be allowed, without 
molestation, to pursue their trackless way on the bosom 
of those vast waters, gathered together, in no ineonsi- 
derable degree, in their own territory, ‘hrough that great 
channel of the St. Lawrence, which nature itselfhas be- 
neficently supplied, to the ocean, in which they are finally 
deposited. ‘They ask that the interests of the greater 
population, and the more extensive and fertile country 
above, shall not be sacrificed, in an arbitary exertion of 
power, to the jealousy and rivalry of a smaller popula- 
tion, inhabitmg a more limited and less productive coun- 
try below. ‘The United States do not claim aright of 
entry into Britsh ports, situated on the St. Lawrence, 
against British will, and to force their productions into 
the consumption of British subjects. ‘They claim only the 
right of passing those ports, and transporting their pro- 
ductions to foreign markets, or to their own, open and 
willing to receive them; and, as incident and necessary to 
the enjoyment of that right, they claim the privileges of 
stoppage and transhipment, at such places within the 
British jurisdiction, and under such reasonable and equi- 
table regulations, as may be prescribed or agreed upon. 

“Such is the right, the assertion of which shocked the 
sensibility of the British plen:potentiaries. ‘The impar- 
tal world will jadge whether surprise most naturally be- 
Jonging to the denial or to the assertion of the right. 

“If the St. Lawrence is regarded a strait, as it ought to 
be, connecting navigable seas, there would be less contre- 
versy. The principle on which the right to navigate 
straits depends, is that they are accessorial to those seas 
which they unite, and the right of navigating which is not 
exclusive, but common to all nations; the right to navi- 


| gate the seas drawing after it that of passing the straits, 


part, will be approved, as having been, under the exi- Let that principle be applied to the present case. The 


gency, the most circumspect and becoming course. 


I \ United States and Great Britain have, between them, the 


gave the British plenipotentiaries to understand, that the jexclusive right of navigating the Jakes. The St. Law- 


written argument, on the side of the United States, must 
nothe considered as closed, but, on the contrary, only 


&3 opened.” 


rence connects them with the ocean. The right to navi- 
gate both, (the lakes and the ocean), includes that of pass- 


‘ng from the one to the other through the natural link. 
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Is it reasonable or just that one of the two co-proprie- 
tors of the lakes should altogether exclude his associate 
from the use of a common natural bounty, necessary to 


the enjoyment of the full advantages of them? But, if 


that vast mass of water, collected from a thousand tribu- 
tary sources, in the immense reservoirs of the North 
American lakes, and cast by them into the AUantic ocean, 
through the channel of the St. Lawrence, is to be consi- 
dered, in its transit through that great channel, as a river, 
the name which accident has conferred, and not a strait, 
the right of the United States to navigate it is believed to 
be, nevertheless, clearly and satisfactorily maintainable. 
In treating this subject, there is, throughout the whole of 
the British paper, a want of just diserimination between 
the right of passage, claimed by one nation, through the 
territories of another, on land, and that on navigable wa- 
ter. The distinction, it is true, is not always clearly ad- 
verted to in the writers on the public law, but it has a 
manifest existence. In the former case, the passage can 
hardly ever take place, especially if it be of numerous 
bodies, without some detriment or meonvenience to the 
state or its citizens, whose territory is traversed. If the 
country be ina forest state, there is a destruction of tim- 
ber, if not of soil. If ina cultivated condition, the ficlds 
are trodden down and dilapidated, and the use of the 
roads more or less impairs them. In both, there is dan- 

r of collisions between the native and foreign citizens, 
But a passagé on land, through the territories of another, 
whenever it is innocent, cannot be lawfully refused. It 


is to be granted by a neutral toa belligerent army, if no | 


serious injury is likely to accrue to him. As the right of 
judging whether the passage be or be not innocent, must 
abide somewhere, expediency suggests that it should be 


exercised by the sovereign of the soil, But his judge-| any grounds but his own. 


ee i ese 





pees unconnected with the commerce or society of ™ 
oe h which it is mopured, it onnndt juicy be 
mec. tn the enjoyment of this right of passage, the use 
of the tezritories, ‘in whieh it is exerted, is merely col. 
lateral. li it be for purposes of lawful war, the end 
carries the mes; and the neutral cannot deny the pass- 
age without weighty considerations. 

‘But the right & the inhabitants of the upper bank of 
ariver to the use Of navigation in its passage to the 
se’, through the territoves of another sovereign, stands 


upon other and stronger x, ; 
: ; ound, If th 
forward the pretentions to Wats oy pre “agra 


course with the nation inhabiting ¢.. banks below, against 
its consent, they would find no suppo+ o,. eountenance ; 

reason, or in the law of nature. But ite, Reser mtr 
upon what just grounds a nation below u) op inthe 
right of that above to pass through a great thee hi " 
way into the sea, that it may trade or hold iihonenae 3 
with other nations by their consent. From the very — 
of such a river, it must, in respect to its navigable uses, 
considered as common toall the nations who inhabit its 
, bauks, as a free gilt, flowing from the bounty of Heaven 

mtended for all whose lots ave cast upon its borders; and 

in this latter respect, it is clearly distinguishable from ea. 
nals and works of art, fromm the use of which, being erec- 
ted at the expense of One, all others may be excluded, 
The right to prohibit the use ofnatural channels, deduced 
in the British paper, from that of the exclusive nature 
of those of an artificial kind, would establish the power 
it it were practicable, to forbid the enjoyment of the 
, Showers of rain which are equally dispensed by the author 
of all good, because the gardener may lawfully deny the 
; employment of his watering vessels in the irrigation of 
The. land may be divided 


> 





ment and decision must be regulated by reason and jus- | through which arivcr passes, or which composes its bed 


tice; and, of course the passage eannot be rightfully re- 
fused upon grounds merely arbitrary. 
case of a passage on navigable water? 


How stands the; incapable of such a division. 
In that, no injury | 
is done to timber or soil, to cultivation or to roads; no | 
dangerous collisions between the inhabitants and the fo- | 


| by artificial lines ef demareation; but the water itself is 
It is confluent and con- 
tmuous. And that portion of the floating mass which is 
now in thie territorial dominion of the lower nation, was 
yesterday under that of the nation above; and, contemn- 


reigners arise; not a trace Is left by the passenger behind. | ing alike the authority of ail, will, to-morrow, be in that 


In the passage of the St. Lawrence, for example, the ves- 
sel is walted, on the same water which first floats it from 
the territories of the United States, to the ocean. It is 
true, as is alleged in the British paper, that this water 
washes the quays of Montreal and Quebec, passes under 
the walls of a principal fortress, and, also, through the! 
finest settlements of Canada, and extends along a space 
‘of near six hundred miles, within the dominions of his 


ocean to which the presumptuous sway of no one hasas 
yet been lawiully extended. ‘The incoutestible right 
which one nation has to trade with others, by their con- 
sent, carries along with it that of using those navigable 
micans necessary to its enjoyment, which the bounty of 
pature has provided for all, in respect to seas, and, in 
regard to rivers, for the nations who inhabit them. 
“The British paper inquires if the Amevican govern- 





Britannic majesty. But when the American vessel shall 
have arrived atthe ocean, to which she is supposed to he | 
bound, she will have inflicted no jury upon those quays; | 
the guns of the fortress will have been silent; those fine | 
settlements of Canada, and that space of six hundred | 
miles, (not exactly, as is asserted, extending through the 

heart of a British colony), will have remained unmolest- 

ed. She will have left no traces of injury behind her:! 
her voyage itself will not have made on the imhabitents 


ment can mean to imsist on a demand, involving such 
consequences as it describes, without being prepared to 
tuappiy, by reciprocity, the principle on which the de- 
mand rests, in favor of Great Britian? The American 
government has not contended, and does not mean to 
contend, for any principle; the benefit of which, in analo- 
gous circumstances, it would deny to Great Britian. 


, Accordingly, with respeet to that branch of the Colum- 


bia which rises no:th of the parallel 49, (should that 


the impression of a passing dream; and, like the water ipa alle! be mutually agreed to asthe boundary betwecn 
on which she was borne, she will have sought her track- | ‘he territories of the two powers), a ease analogoas to 


less and innocent course to the ocean, to reach which 
Great Britain would be as much justified in claiming a 
power toprevent the one as the other. — 

‘Nor ought the eases of rivers which rise and debouche 
altogether within the territorial limits of the same na- 
tion, to be confounded with those which, havmg their 
sourees and navigable portions of their bodies in states | 
above, finally discharge themselves within the limits of 
other states below. In the former instance, these is to) 
basison which a right incommon can rest. ‘The navign- 
tion of those rivers, ordinarily, can only be desired tor 
porposes of commerce or intercourse with the nation tc) 
whose territories, in their whole extent, they are confin-| 
ed. And as every nation, strictly, has a right to inter: | 
dict all foreign commerce, and to exclude all foreigner: 
from its tervitories, as is done, ina considerable degree | 
by China, it follows that every one has a right, generally 
to prohibit an entry into such rivers, or the use of its 
artificial roads. This right of prohibition exists where | 
the direct object of the visit of foreigners is social or} 
commercial. Vhe end being forbidden, the means ne- | 
cessary to its accomplishment may be righttully with. | 
held, Put. if an innocent passage is demanded for pay! 





hat of the St. Lawrence will be presented. And you 
have been hereinbetore instructed, in the event of that 
vranch being navigable within the British territory, to 
stipulate for the right of navigating the Columbia to the 
ocean, in behalf of British subjects. In regard to the 
Mississippi, (the example put by the British plenipoten- 
tiaries), i further exploration of the country shall de- 
velope a connexion between that river and Upper Cana- 
da, similar to that which exists between the U. States 
and the St. Lawrence, the American government, al- 
ways faithiul to principles, would be ready to apply to the 
Mississippi the doctrines which it now boilds in regard to 
its great northern rival. It is notnecessary to discuss all 
the extreme cases which may be fancifully suggested, 
suchas a foreign claim to pass the isthmus of Darien, to 
drive a trade between Europe and distant India, through 
two oceans; or that of passing through England to trade 
with France or other portions of the European continent. 
Examples of that kind belong to the species of sophistry 
which would subvert all principlesy by pushing their as- 
sumed consequences into the regions of extravagant sup 
posit il. 

(To be conctudeg in our next. ) 
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